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International Merger, by John Birch Society 
CEO Arthur R. Thompson, explores the true 
agenda behind the free trade agreements, pacts, 
and partnerships being considered by the US. 
Congress. You will find this book fascinating, and 
be quoting it often. (2014, 146pp, 1/$9.95; 12- 
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Embarrassing Predictions 

Haunt Global-warming Industry 

by Alex Newman — The success or failure of predictions helps 
most everyone, especially scientists, verify or disprove theories. In 
the case of global warming, the theory has been disproven. 


Desperate Dash of Global Warming 

by William F. Jasper — As one wheel after another comes off the 
global-warming bandwagon, the alarmists have cranked up the 
audacity and volume of their agenda. 


POLITICS 

Does the U.S. Chamber of Commerce 

Equal Crony Capitalism? 

by Thomas R. Eddlem — The U.S. Chamber of Commerce 
supposedly engages in political advocacy to help businesses 
prosper, but it would be more accurate to say that it helps “some” 
businesses. 


MOVIE AND BOOK REVIEW 

A Nod Toward Neocon History 

by Bob Adelmann — D’Souza’s movie/book America: Imagine a 
World Without Her takes a stab at both defending U.S. unilateralism 
around the world, as well as dissecting Progressive claims. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 

Prelude to the Guns of August 

by Brian Farmer — Conventional wisdom says that WWI was 
caused by the assassination of Archduke Franz Ferdinand, but that 
was merely a handy event used by leaders to push their agendas. 


THE LAST WORD 

Fatal Alarmism Killing the Poor 

by William F Jasper 
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Training in Irresponsibility 
President Obama’s recent foray into the 
student loan problem is probably illegal, as 
well as immoral. The student loan program 
has created a federally subsidized business 
out of the college system. This has increased 
fees and tuition, made the college system 
administratively top heavy, and sent a large 
number of students who only wanted to im- 
prove their lot in life into serious debt. 
Now, with the stroke ofa pen, the student 
loan program has been turned into another 
welfare system. Students will learn to play 
the game so that they can wait out the time 
period until their college loans are taken 
over by taxpayers and then become student- 
debt free. We will teach them to game the 
system, as unemployment, welfare, and the 
other government programs have done. 
Again, we will be giving the lesson that 
you really don’t need to work for anything; 
the government will take care of you. In 
reality, those of us with a work ethic will 
be forced to take care of you. 
WILLIAM F. HINESER, DPM 
Arvada, Colorado 


Sounding Off 


I would like to make some comments. First, 
in response to death row inmate Shawna 
Forde’s argument that she shouldn’t be on 
death row because she didn’t actually kill 
anyone and that death rows are futile at- 
tempts to reduce crime (Letters to the Edi- 
tor, July 7): While I know nothing about 
reader Shawna Forde’s case, it is important 
to remember that felony murder statutes are 
necessary to help stop crime. Felony murder 
statutes are laws that make it a crime to in- 
jure or kill someone during the commission 
of a felony. I note that a nine-year-old girl 
wound up murdered as a result of the crime 
Shawna Forde was convicted of commit- 
ting. Charles Manson didn’t wield the knife, 
but without his planning and participation, 
his victims would not have senselessly died. 

Some inmates, who should be on death 
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


or other inmates, feeling empowered when 
there is no death penalty. Also, the high 
cost of executions could be trimmed if we 
elected more true conservatives to office. 
And while some prosecutors abuse their 
power, many do not. The ones who know- 
ingly withhold evidence of possible inno- 
cence should not only be fired, they should 
be prosecuted as well. 

In the same issue, Katie Kieffer’s book, 
Let Me Be Clear, was reviewed. While 
I agree with much of what she writes, I 
disagree with her about free speech being 
the most important natural right. I think 
self-defense is by far the greatest natural 
right. Without the right of self-defense, I 
wouldn’t have prevailed against the four 
thugs determined to mug me one evening, 
several years ago. If I had been killed or 
crippled because I didn’t have a firearm, 
what good would my right to free speech 
have done me? 

Davip HAMMER, N.Y.S. PAROLE OFFICER 
(RET.) 
Bronx, New York 


Sold on Surveillance 


First off, let me say that I am a devoted 
conservative and a gun-toting and God- 
fearing American. 

I wanted to bring to your attention the 
necessity of the surveillance cameras your 
article discredited. You are correct that 
surveillance cameras do not necessarily 
reduce crime. However, surveillance cam- 
eras decrease people’s susceptibility to the 
bystander effect. It has been proven that 
making someone self-aware of the situa- 
tion significantly increases the likelihood 
that a bystander will intervene. 

I agree that there are lines that need 
to be drawn and a big government is the 
greatest threat to our country today, but 
surveillance cameras in locations that are 
already public may save lives. 

JOSEPH RODGERS, STUDENT 
OF PSYCHOLOGY 
University of Wisconsin — River Falls 


THE MOST COMPLETE 
LINE FOR THE PLASTIC 


INDUSTRY 


THERMOFORMERS * TOOLING * GRANULATORS 


Irwin Research & Development continues to be at the forefront in developing new and 
innovative machinery for the Thermoforming industry. From our state of the art, high- 
speed Thermoformers, to our Chesaw granulators, packaging equipment and our new 
EPS in-line sheet splicer. You can rely on Irwin to provide the most advanced technology 


for the Thermoforming market. hee 
| (ss, 


Research & Development, Inc 


THE ORIGINAL TECHNOLOGY 


Phone 509.457.5080 www.irwinresearch.com 


AP Images 


ba 


Court Orders Release of Fast and Furious Info 


In response to a lawsuit filed by government watchdog Judicial 
Watch, a federal court rejected legal arguments by the Obama ad- 
ministration and ordered the Justice Department to release certain 
information about “Fast and Furious” documents it is withholding 
from Congress and the public. Analysts and lawmakers have long 
argued that Obama and Attorney General Eric Holder are trying 
to cover up details in the deadly “Fast and Furious” scandal, in 
which the Obama administration put thousands of weapons into 
the hands of Mexican drug cartels. The latest order could finally 
shed some light on what the executive branch is trying to hide. 
Under the order, issued July 18 by the U.S. District Court for 
the District of Columbia, the Department of Justice is required to 


produce a so-called Vaughn index of all documents and materi- 
als sought by Judicial Watch under the Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA). While the actual materials will not be released, DOJ 
will have to provide a detailed listing of all documents it is with- 
holding by October 1, along with information on why the mate- 
rial is not being made available to the public or congressional 
investigators. 

Analysts say the partial victory in federal court after a 16- 
month delay will give the American people and their representa- 
tives a better chance to challenge Obama’s claims of “executive 
privilege.” Once the Vaughn index is produced, the public will 
know what is being withheld and under what pretext, providing 
an opportunity to rebut the claims and potentially secure access 
to the documents. Critics of the administration suspect that even 
more incriminating evidence surrounding Fast and Furious is 
contained in the materials that the administration is fighting so 
hard to keep secret. 

Despite the establishment media’s efforts to avoid reporting 
on the Fast and Furious scandal, commentators also noted that 
the press might end up being forced to cover the story — ironi- 
cally, right before the midterm elections in which Democrats are 
already expected to suffer major setbacks. Whether the admin- 
istration has any more tricks up its sleeve to keep the coverup 
going, though, remains to be seen. Legal analysts say an appeal 
by the DOJ is likely. 


July BLS Jobs Report Misses the Real Statistics 


To Jeffry Bartash, writing for the Wall Street Journal's Market- 
Watch, the August | jobs report from the Bureau of Labor Statis- 
tics looked awfully good: 209,000 new jobs were added in July 
and in all the right places, such as mining, construction, manu- 
facturing, transportation, and warehousing. In addition, there was 
almost no growth whatsoever in the “government” sector: Just 
11,000 new jobs were created there last month. This, according 
to Bartash, means that the economy is on a hot streak, having 
generated more than 200,000 new jobs every month for the last 
six months — the first time that has happened since 1997. End 
of story? Not quite. 

Half of those jobs came from retail trade, professional and 
business services, leisure, and hospitality. Most of these are 
low-paying, often temporary jobs. Indeed, Bartash admitted that 
10,000 of the 47,000 new jobs in business services were temp 
positions. He also acknowledged that wages have barely budged 
— not even keeping up with inflation (using the government’s 
numbers). All of which, he said, explains “why the economy con- 
tinues to grow well below its historical average of 3.3% a year.” 

Indeed, if job growth is doing so well, why is that not being 
reflected in the overall growth of the economy? Part of the an- 
swer is where Bartash is looking: at the report by the Bureau 
of Labor Statistics (BLS) on “establishment data” rather than 
“household data.” So, what’s the real employment picture, using 
the real household data rather than the “headline” figures used 


by Bartash? Just over 130,000 new jobs were created in June, 
not 209,000. 

The big number missing from the discussion, however, is 
how many Americans have left the workforce since January 
2009 — meaning they not only don’t have a job but didn’t look 
for one in the last month. Here’s the math: In January 2009, 
there were 80,529,000 Americans not in the workforce. In July 
2014, that number is 92,001,000. That means that 11,472,000 
Americans have left the workforce since President Obama’s 
first inauguration. 


INSIDE TRA 


Globalists Push EU-style “Union” for Middle East 


a 


As if globalist scheming had not yet caused enough death and 
destruction in the Middle East, the global government-promoting 
Council on Foreign Relations and various outfits associated with 
the secretive Bilderberg group are now pushing a radical new 
plot for the region: a European Union-style regional regime to 
tule over the Arab, Turkish, Kurdish, and other peoples who live 
there. The sought-after “Middle Eastern Union” would put popu- 
lations ranging from Turkey and Jordan to Libya and Egypt under 
a single authority. 

“Just as a warring [European] continent found peace through 


unity by creating what became the EU, Arabs, Turks, Kurds and 
other groups in the region could find relative peace in ever closer 
union,” claimed Mohamed “Ed” Husain, an “adjunct senior fel- 
low for Middle Eastern studies” at the CFR, in a piece published 
in the Financial Times and on the CFR website in July. “After 
all, most of its problems — terrorism, poverty, unemployment, 
sectarianism, refugee crises, water shortages — require regional 
answers. No country can solve its problems on its own.” 

Already, groups working toward such a union are popping up 
across the region. “We dream of a Middle East that is empow- 
ered, free, and governs for all it’s [sic] peoples at the highest 
level of being in a new world where the Middle East Union is 
an important integral part of a greater global community that 
pledges its allegiance to the earth and every human on it,” de- 
clares the newly created “Middle East Union Congress” on its 
website. 

By 2050, the new congress aims to shackle some 800 million 
people from Pakistan to Morocco under a single regime with a 
single euro-style currency. The outfit also wants to create a new 
capital city for the union named after communist revolutionary 
Nelson Mandela, whom it described as “the 20th century’s great- 
est global citizen.” From “Nelson Mandela City,” the new regime 
would “eco-govern” all of the nations and peoples of the union as 
“a model for the new global paradigm that honors and respects 
mother earth.” 


Feds, With State Help, Ban School Bake Sales 


Bye-bye, brownies. Thanks to new federal guidelines — and state 
inaction — the school bake sale may soon be a thing of the past. 

It all began, reported the Wall Street Journal on August 1, with 
“the 2010 Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids Act championed by first 
lady Michelle Obama and her “Let’s Move!’ campaign” against 
childhood obesity. That law imposed strict new nutrition stan- 
dards on schools participating in federal school meals programs 
— standards that proved so expensive and unpopular that some 
schools have stopped adhering to them. 

“The law also required the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) to set standards for all food and beverages sold during 
the school day, which includes vending machines, snack carts 
and daytime fundraisers,” the Journal added. 

As of July 1, however, these requirements will also be en- 
forced on fundraisers and other school-day activities, with states 
having the power to assess fines on noncompliant schools. That 
means, for example, that “buttery, salty popcorn” is out, said the 
Journal. “Kernels sold on site during the day must contain no 
more than 230 milligrams of sodium per serving until 2016, when 
it drops even lower. No more than 35% of calories in an item 
can come from total fat.” Needless to say, nearly all baked goods 
and candies fail to meet the standards and thus will be banned; 
some schools have already prohibited the sale of boxes of Girl 
Scout cookies. And because homemade food doesn’t come with 
nutritional labeling, “the result of the new requirements may be 


more processed-food products,” the paper writes. Could this be 
why many processed-food manufacturers’ groups, such as the 
Snack Food Association, lobbied for a bill that would at first 
glance seem inimical to their interests? 

The only way to wrest control of local schools from Washing- 
ton is to force Uncle Sam to abide by the Constitution and have 
no involvement whatsoever in education. A bevy of bake sales 
may not be in the best interest of students’ health, but under the 
American system of federalism, that should be up to state and 
local governments, not federal bureaucrats, to decide. 


QuickQt 


Don’t Be the World’s Policeman, Just Form Partnerships! 

“T think the thing that has changed is we don’t want to be the world’s police- 
men. What has to happen is we need really to work harder on partnerships.” 
Appearing on Face the Nation, Clinton-era Secretary of State Madeleine 
Albright acknowledged the growth of citizen opposition to U.S. military 
involvement across the globe, but she demonstrated commitment to the 
new world order by promoting “partnerships.” She didn't name the TTP 
and TTIP, two “partnerships” currently being negotiated. If passed by Madeleine 
Congress, each would severely impact U.S. sovereignty. AlbFigh 
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Israelis Finding and Destroying Tunnels 

“We prevented a major terror attack by finding this tunnel. Hamas could have put through dozens, even 
hundreds of terrorists [who could emerge] on the Israeli side before we could have discovered it.” 

An Israeli lieutenant colonel identified only as Max described the tunnel as “big enough for a man in 
full body armor to go through standing up.” Israeli forces have discovered or destroyed more than 30 
similar tunnels that traverse the Israel-Gaza border. 


Texas Governor Gets Tough in Order to Deal With Border Crossings 
“Drug cartels, human traffickers, and individual criminals are exploiting Vy 
this tragedy for their own criminal opportunities. I will not stand idly 
by while our citizens are under assault, and little children from Central 
America are detained in squalor.” 

Ordering his state's National Guard to the border, Governor Rick Perry 
stated his intention to send the bill for his action to the federal government. 


Taxes on Thriving Businesses Impact France’s Productivity 

“The idea was not to pass 50 employees. In France, regulations and costs 
become almost overwhelming once your company reaches a certain size. 
It’s a disincentive to hire and it holds the country back.” 

The founder and owner of a small business in the Provence region of France, Philippe Plantier refuses 
to hire more than 49 employees because the taxes on a business that employs 50 or more are signifi- 
cantly higher. This tax structure has forced many owners of companies to refuse to expand operations. 
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City Official Won’t Pay the Costs for the Obama Fundraising Visit 

“We love welcoming people to what we think is one of the most attractive communities in Puget Sound. 
We just don’t feel we should be passing the cost of the event to our citizens.” 

Medina, Washington, City Manager Mike Sauerwein expects the cost to his city of a visit by the presi- 
dent would be about $35,000. He decided to send the bill for that amount to former Costco CEO Jim 
Sinegal, the host of the $25,000 per plate fundraising affair. 


British Court Launches Inquiry Into Death of Russian Foe of Putin 
“T make it clear now that I intend to make public my final conclusions on the issue of Russian state 
responsibility together with as much as possible of my reasoning in that regard. “ 

Judge Robert Owen denied that the findings of his court would remain secret, although he said portions 
of it would be kept under wraps because of national security considerations. His court is looking into 
the death of Putin adversary Alexander Litvinenko, who died of polonium 
poisoning in 2006. The inquiry will not get under way until January 2015. 


House Leaders Sue the President for Not Doing His Job 
“No member of this body needs to be reminded about what the Constitution 
states about the president’s obligation to faithfully execute the laws of our 
nation. Are you willing to let any president choose what laws to execute 
and what laws to change? Are you willing to let anyone tear apart what our 
founders have built?” 
Addressing the full House of Representatives, Speaker John Boehner 
sought support for his plan to file a suit against President Obama. @ 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 
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HAUNT THE GLOBAL-WARMING INDUSTRY 


The success or failure of predictions helps most everyone, especially scientists, verify or 
disprove theories. In the case of global warming, the theory has been disproven. 


by Alex Newman 


rely on “expert opinion” to determine 
whether claims on alleged “cata- 
strophic man-made global warming” are 
true. Putting aside the fact that there is 
no global-warming “consensus” among 


I: is often said that non-scientists must 


10 


experts (see article on page 18), one does 
not have to be a scientist, or even profi- 
cient in science, to be able to review past 
predictions, and then form an informed 
opinion regarding the accuracy of those 
predictions. 

Suppose, for example, you regularly 
watch a local TV weatherman forecast the 


weather for your area. Would you need a 
degree in meteorology in order to decide 
for yourself how reliable, or unreliable, 
the weatherman’s forecasts are? 
Warnings have been issued for many 
decades now regarding catastrophic cli- 
mate change that forecasted certain trends 
or occurrences that we should already 
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have witnessed. Yet such predictions have 
turned out to be very, very wrong. This 
was certainly the case with the alarm- 
ist predictions of the 1960s and ’70s that 
man’s activities on Earth were causing 
a catastrophic cooling trend that would 
bring on another ice age. And it is also the 
case with the more recent claims about 
catastrophic global warming. 

What follows is a very brief review of 
these predictions compared to what actu- 
ally happened. 


Global Cooling? 

Americans who lived through the 1960s 
and ’70s may remember the dire global- 
cooling predictions that were hyped and 
given great credibility by Newsweek, Time, 
Life, National Geographic, and numerous 
other mainstream media outlets. Accord- 
ing to the man-made global-cooling theo- 
ries of the time, billions of people should 
be dead by now owing to cooling-linked 
crop failures and starvation. 

“If present trends continue, the world 
will be about four degrees colder for the 
global mean temperature in 1990, but 11 
degrees colder by the year 2000,” claimed 
ecology professor Kenneth E.F. Watt at the 
University of California in 1970. “This is 
about twice what it would take to put us 
in an ice age.” Of course, 2000 came and 
went, and the world did not get 11 degrees 
colder. No ice age arrived, either. 

In 1971, another global-cooling alarmist, 
Stanford University professor Paul Ehrlich, 
who is perhaps best known for his 1968 
book The Population Bomb, made similarly 
wild forecasts for the end of the millennium 
in a speech at the British Institute for Biol- 
ogy. “By the year 2000 the United Kingdom 
will be simply a small group of impover- 
ished islands, inhabited by some 70 mil- 
lion hungry people,” he claimed. “If I were 
a gambler, I would take even money that 
England will not exist in the year 2000 and 
give ten to one that the life of the average 
Briton would be of distinctly lower quality 
than it is today.” Of course, England still 
exists, and its population was doing much 
better in 2000 than when Ehrlich made his 
kooky claims. But long before 2000, Eh- 
rlich had abandoned global-cooling alarm- 
ism in favor of warning that the Earth faced 
catastrophic global warming. Now he is 
warning that humans may soon be forced 
to resort to cannibalism. 
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Americans who lived through the 1960s and ’70s may 
remember the dire global-cooling predictions that 
were hyped and given great credibility by Newsweek, 
Time, Life, National Geographic, and numerous other 


mainstream media outlets. 


To combat the alleged man-made cool- 
ing, “experts” suggested all sorts of gran- 
diose schemes, including some that in ret- 
rospect appear almost too comical to be 
real. “Climatologists are pessimistic that 
political leaders will take any positive ac- 
tion to compensate for the climate change, 
or even to allay its effects,” reported 
Newsweek in its 1975 article “The Cooling 
World,” which claimed that Earth’s tem- 
perature had been plunging for decades 
due to humanity’s activities. Some of the 
“more spectacular solutions” proposed by 
the cooling theorists at the time included 
“melting the arctic ice cap by covering it 
with black soot or diverting arctic rivers,” 
Newsweek reported. 

Of course, the big alleged threat hyped 
in recent decades has been global warm- 
ing, not global cooling. But the accuracy 
of the climate-change predictions since 
the cooling fears melted away has hardly 
improved. 


United Nations “Climate Refugees” 

In 2005, the United Nations Environment 
Programme (UNEP) warned that immi- 
nent sea-level rises, increased hurricanes, 
and desertification caused by “man-made 
global warming” would lead to massive 
population disruptions. In a handy map, 
the organization highlighted areas that 
were supposed to be particularly vulner- 
able in terms of producing “climate refu- 
gees.” Especially at risk were regions such 
as the Caribbean and low-lying Pacific is- 
lands, along with coastal areas. 

The 2005 UNEP predictions claimed 
that, by 2010, some 50 million “climate 
refugees” would be frantically fleeing 
from those regions of the globe. How- 
ever, not only did the areas in question 
fail to produce a single “climate refugee,” 
by 2010, population levels for those re- 
gions were actually still soaring. In many 
cases, the areas that were supposed to be 
producing waves of “climate refugees” 


27" Session of the Intergovernmental 
on Climate Change 


Talk about job security: The UN’s top global-warming alarmists have been proven wrong on 
virtually every falsifiable prediction, yet still have taxpayer-funded jobs pushing hysteria, carbon 
taxes, and a global “climate” regime. 
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STORY — ENVIRONMENT 


The director of the UNEP’s New York office was 
quoted as claiming that “entire nations could be wiped 
off the face of the earth by rising sea levels if global 
warming is not reversed by the year 2000.” 


and becoming uninhabitable turned out 
to be some of the fastest-growing places 
on Earth. 

In the Bahamas, for example, accord- 
ing to the 2010 census, there was a major 
increase in population, going from around 
300,000 in 2000 to more than 350,000 by 
2010. The population of St. Lucia, mean- 
while, grew by five percent during the same 
period. The Seychelles grew by about 10 
percent. The Solomon Islands also wit- 
nessed a major population boom during 
that time frame, gaining another 100,000 
people, or an increase of about 25 percent. 

In China, meanwhile, the top six fast- 
est growing cities were all within the areas 
highlighted by the UN as likely sources of 
“climate refugees.” Many of the fastest- 
growing U.S. cities were also within or 
close to “climate refugee” danger zones 
touted by the UN. 
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Rather than apologizing for its undis- 
putable mistake after being first exposed 
by reporter Gavin Atkins at Asian Cor- 
respondent, the global body responded in 
typical alarmist fashion: with an Orwellian 
coverup seeking to erase all evidence of 
its ridiculous predictions. First, the UNEP 
took its “climate refugees” map down from 
the Web. That failed, of course, because the 
content was archived online prior to its dis- 
appearance down the UN “memory hole.” 

Then the UNEP tried and failed to dis- 
tance itself from the outlandish claims, de- 
spite the fact that the map was created by 
a UNEP cartographer, released by UNEP, 
and repeatedly hyped by the outfit in its 
scaremongering campaigns. Eventually, 
as more and more media around the world 
began picking up the story, a spokesperson 
for the UN agency claimed the map was re- 
moved because it was “causing confusion.” 
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It was hardly the first time UN bureau- 
crats had made such dire predictions, 
only to be proven wrong. On June 30, 
1989, the Associated Press ran an article 
headlined: “UN Official Predicts Disas- 
ter, Says Greenhouse Effect Could Wipe 
Some Nations Off Map.” In the piece, the 
director of the UNEP’s New York office 
was quoted as claiming that “entire na- 
tions could be wiped off the face of the 
earth by rising sea levels if global warm- 
ing is not reversed by the year 2000.” He 
also predicted “coastal flooding and crop 
failures” that “would create an exodus 
of ‘eco-refugees,’ threatening political 
chaos.” 

Other UN predictions were so ridicu- 
lous that they were retracted before they 
could even be proven wrong. Consider, as 
just one example, the scandal that came 
to be known as “Glaciergate.” In its final 
2007 report, widely considered the “gos- 
pel” of “settled” climate “science,” the UN 
IPCC suggested that Himalayan glaciers 
could melt by 2035 or sooner. It turns out 
the wild assertion was lifted from World 
Wildlife Fund propaganda literature. The 
IPCC recanted the claim after initially de- 
fending it. 
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Theory under water: The UN Environment Programme (UNEP) falsely predicted in 2005 there would be some 50 million “climate refugees” by 
2010, providing this map to show where they would likely originate. 
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Looking for a target: The Pentagon commissioned a “climate” report in 2003 that envisioned 


a post-apocalyptic world caused by global warming within a decade, only to be proven wrong 


about everything. 


Pentagon Climate Forecasts 

Like the UN, the Pentagon commissioned a 
report on “climate change” that also offered 
some highly alarming visions of the future 
under “global warming.” The 2003 docu- 
ment, entitled “An Abrupt Climate Change 
Scenario and Its Implications for United 
States National Security,” was widely cited 
by global-warming theorists, bureaucrats, 
and the establishment press as evidence 
that humanity was facing certain doom. It 
also served as the foundation for the claim 
that alleged man-made “climate change” 
was actually a “national security concern.” 
However, fortunately for the taxpayers 
forced to pay for the study, the Pentagon 
report turned out to be just as ridiculous as 
the UN “climate refugees” forecasts. 

By now, according to the “not implau- 
sible” scaremongering outlined in the re- 
port for a 10-year time period, the world 
should be a post-apocalyptic disaster zone. 
Among other outlandish scenarios envi- 
sioned in the report over the preceding de- 
cade: California flooded with inland seas, 
parts of the Netherlands “unlivable,” polar 
ice all but gone in the summers, and surging 
temperatures. Mass increases in hurricanes, 
tornadoes, and other natural disasters were 
supposed to be wreaking havoc across the 
globe, too. All of that would supposedly 
spark resource wars and all sorts of other 
horrors. But none of it actually happened. 

The Pentagon report even claimed there 
was “general agreement in the scientific 
community” that the extreme scenarios 
it envisioned could come to pass, and 
reporters treated it as if it were a proph- 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


ecy delivered to climate sinners by God 
Himself. However, when interviewed by 
the Washington Times for a June 1, 2014 
article, consultant and report co-author 
Doug Randall expressed surprise at how 
often the now-debunked forecasts were 
parroted. Yet he still defended the hysteri- 
cal fear peddling. “When you are looking 
at worst-case 10 years out, you are not 
trying to predict precisely what’s going 
to happen but instead trying to get people 
to understand what could happen to moti- 
vate strategic decision-making and wake 
people up,” Randall said. “But whether the 
actual specifics came true, of course not. 
That never was the main intent.” 

The first article about the climate re- 
port appeared in early 2004, when the 
report was leaked to the U.K. Observer, 
under the sensationalistic title: “Pentagon 
tells Bush: climate change will destroy 
us.” In a bullet-point summary at the top 
of the Observer article, journalists Mark 
Townsend and Paul Harris added: “Se- 
cret report warns of rioting and nuclear 
war” and “Britain will be ‘Siberian’ in 
less than 20 years.” The rest of the ar- 
ticle was just as outlandish, going even 
beyond what the now-discredited Penta- 
gon report claimed. Other reporters took 
their cue from the Observer article, which 
in retrospect would have been a hilarious 
piece of writing if it had not been taken 
so seriously at the time. 


No More Snow? 
For well over a decade now, climate 
alarmists have been claiming that snow 


would soon become a thing of the past. 
In March 2000, for example, “senior re- 
search scientist” David Viner, working at 
the time for the Climatic Research Unit 
(CRU) at the University of East Anglia, 
told the U.K. Independent that within “a 
few years,” snowfall would become “a 
very rare and exciting event” in Britain. 
“Children just aren’t going to know what 
snow is,” he was quoted as claiming in the 
article, headlined “Snowfalls are now just 
a thing of the past.” 

The very next year, snowfall across the 
United Kingdom increased by more than 
50 percent. In 2008, perfectly timed for 
a “global warming” legislation debate in 
Parliament, London saw its first Octo- 
ber snow since 1934 — or possibly even 
1922, according to the U.K. Register. 
“Tt is unusual to have snow this early,” a 
spokesperson for the alarmist U.K. Met 
office admitted to The Guardian newspa- 
per. By December of 2009, London saw its 
heaviest levels of snowfall in two decades. 
In 2010, the coldest U.K. winter since rec- 
ords began a century ago blanketed the is- 
lands with snow. 

In early 2004, the CRU’s Viner and 
other self-styled “experts” warned that 
skiing in Scotland would soon become 
just a memory, thanks to alleged global 
warming. “Unfortunately, it’s just get- 
ting too hot for the Scottish ski indus- 
try,” Viner told The Guardian. Another 
“expert,” Adam Watson with the Cen- 
tre for Ecology and Hydrology, told the 
paper that the skiing industry in Scotland 
had less than two decades left to go. Yet 
in 2013, too much snow kept many Scot- 
tish resorts closed. “Nevis Range, The 
Lecht, Cairngorm, Glenshee and Glen- 
coe all remain closed today due to the 
heavy snow,” reported OnTheSnow.com 
on January 4, 2013. Ironically, by 2014, 
the BBC, citing experts, reported that the 
Scottish hills had more snow than at any 
point in seven decades. It also reported 
that the Nevis Range ski resort could not 
operate some of its lifts because they 
were “still buried under unprecedented 
amounts of snow.” 

The IPCC has also been relentlessly 
hyping the snowless winter scare, along 
with gullible or agenda-driven politicians. 
In its 2001 Third Assessment Report, 
for example, the IPCC claimed “milder 
winter temperatures will decrease heavy 
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In 2007, 2008, and 2009, Al Gore publicly warned 
that the North Pole would be “ice-free” in the sum- 
mer by around 2013 because of alleged “man-made 


global warming.” 


snowstorms.” Again, though, the climate 
refused to cooperate. The year 2013, the 
last year for which complete data is avail- 
able, featured the fourth-highest levels on 
record, according to data from Rutgers 
University’s Global Snow Lab. Spring 
snow cover was the highest in a decade, 
while data for the fall indicate that it was 
the fifth highest ever recorded. Last De- 
cember, meanwhile, brought with it a 
new high record in Northern Hemisphere 
snow cover, Global Snow Lab data show. 


Blame Global Warming? 

After the outlandish predictions of snow- 
less winters failed to materialize, the CRU 
dramatically changed its tune on snowfall. 
All across Britain, in fact, global-warm- 
ing alarmists rushed to blame the record 
cold and heavy snow experienced in re- 
cent years on — you guessed it! — global 
warming. Less snow: global warming. 
More snow: global warming. Get it? Good. 

The same phenomenon took place in the 
United States just last winter. As record 
cold and snowfall was pummeling much 
of North America, warming theorists con- 
tradicted all of their previous forecasts and 
claimed that global warming was some- 
how to blame. Among them: White House 
Science “Czar” John Holdren. “A growing 
body of evidence suggests that the kind of 
extreme cold being experienced by much 
of the United States as we speak is a pat- 
tern we can expect to see with increasing 
frequency, as global warming continues,” 
he claimed. 

That assertion, of course, is exactly the 
opposite of what the UN “settled science” 
IPCC predicted in its 2001 global-warming 
report, which claimed that the planet would 
see “warmer winters and fewer cold spells, 
because of climate change.” Ironically, 
perhaps, Holdren warned decades ago that 
human CO, emissions would lead to a bil- 
lion deaths due to global warming-fueled 
global cooling — yes, cooling, which he 
said would lead to a new ice age by 2020. 

Ridiculous forecasts have been made by 
other “climate scientists” who, like Hold- 
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ren, continue to reap huge amounts of U.S. 
taxpayer dollars in salaries, grants, and 
benefits despite being consistently wrong. 
James Hansen, for instance, who headed 
NASA’s Goddard Institute for three dec- 
ades before taking a post at Columbia Uni- 
versity, is one of the best known “clima- 
tologists” in the world — despite his long 
and embarrassing record of bad forecast- 
ing spanning decades. 

In 1988, Hansen was asked by journal- 
ist and author Rob Reiss how the “green- 
house effect” would affect the neighbor- 
hood outside his window within 20 years 
(by 2008). “The West Side Highway 
[which runs along the Hudson River] will 
be under water,” Hansen claimed. “And 
there will be tape across the windows 
across the street because of high winds. 
And the same birds won’t be there. The 
trees in the median strip will change... 
There will be more police cars ... [since] 
you know what happens to crime when the 
heat goes up.” In 1986, Hansen also pre- 
dicted in congressional testimony that the 
Earth would be some two degrees warmer 
within 20 years. In recent years, after the 
anticipated warming failed to materialize, 


alarmists have cooled on predicting such 
a dramatic jump in temperature over such 
a short period of time. 

Separately, another prominent alarmist, 
Princeton professor and lead UN IPCC 
author Michael Oppenheimer, made some 
dramatic predictions in 1990 while work- 
ing as “chief scientist” for the Environ- 
mental Defense Fund. By 1995, he said 
then, the “greenhouse effect” would be 
“desolating the heartlands of North Amer- 
ica and Eurasia with horrific drought, 
causing crop failures and food riots.” By 
1996, he added, the Platte River of Ne- 
braska “would be dry, while a continent- 
wide black blizzard of prairie topsoil will 
stop traffic on interstates, strip paint from 
houses and shut down computers.” The 
situation would get so bad that “Mexican 
police will round up illegal American mi- 
grants surging into Mexico seeking work 
as field hands.” 

When confronted on his failed predic- 
tions, Oppenheimer, who also served as 
former Vice President Al Gore’s advisor, 
refused to apologize. “On the whole I 
would stand by these predictions — not 
predictions, sorry, scenarios — as having 
at least in a general way actually come 
true,” he claimed. “There’s been exten- 
sive drought, devastating drought, in sig- 
nificant parts of the world. The fraction of 
the world that’s in drought has increased 
over that period.” Unfortunately for Op- 
penheimer, even his fellow alarmists de- 
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Ice-cold claims: Instead of melting as predicted by UN warmists, sea ice worldwide is at the 
highest levels since records began. Ironically, just a couple decades earlier, in the 1970s, cooling 
alarmists proposed melting an expanding Arctic ice cap with black soot to prevent the next ice age. 
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bunked that claim in a 2012 study 
for Nature, pointing out that there 
has been “little change in global 
drought over the past 60 years.” 


Arctic Ice 

Perhaps nowhere have the alarm- 
ists’ predictions been proven as 
wrong as at the Earth’s poles. In 
2007, 2008, and 2009, Al Gore, 
the high priest for a movement 
described by critics as the “cli- 
mate cult,” publicly warned that 
the North Pole would be “ice- 
free” in the summer by around 
2013 because of alleged “man- 
made global warming.” 

Speaking to an audience in 
Germany five years ago, Gore 
— sometimes ridiculed as “The 
Goracle” — alleged that “the 
entire North Polarized [sic] cap 
will disappear in five years.” 
“Five years,” Gore said again, in 
case anybody missed it the first 
time, is “the period of time dur- 
ing which it is now expected to 
disappear.” 

The following year, Gore made 
similar claims at a UN “climate” 
summit in Copenhagen. “Some of 
the models ... suggest that there is a 75 per- 
cent chance that the entire north polar ice 
cap, during some of the summer months, 
could be completely ice-free within the 
next five to seven years,” Gore claimed in 
2009. “We will find out.” 

Yes, we have found out. Contrary to the 
predictions by Gore and fellow alarmists, 
satellite data showed that Arctic ice vol- 
ume as of summer of 2013 had actually 
expanded more than 50 percent over 2012 
levels. In fact, during October 2013, sea- 
ice levels grew at the fastest pace since 
records began in 1979. Many experts now 
predict the ongoing expansion of Arctic 
ice to continue in the years to come, leav- 
ing global-warming alarmists scrambling 
for explanations to save face — and to re- 
vive the rapidly melting climate hysteria. 

Gore, though, was hardly alone in 
making the ridiculous and now thor- 
oughly discredited predictions about 
Arctic ice. Citing climate experts, the 
British government-funded BBC, for 
example, also hyped the mass hysteria, 
running a now-embarrassing article on 
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Anyone keeping track here? Obama’s “science” czar John 
Holdren, a former cooling alarmist who touted forced abortions, 
is now going against all previous predictions by warmists to 

blame record snow and cold on “global warming.” 


December 12, 2007, under the headline: 
“Arctic summers ice-free ‘by 2013’.” 
In that piece, which was still online as 
of July 2014, the BBC highlighted al- 
leged “modeling studies” that suppos- 
edly “indicate northern polar waters 
could be ice-free in summers within just 
5-6 years.” Incredibly, some of the sup- 
posed “experts” even claimed it could 
happen before then, citing calculations 
performed by “super computers” that the 
BBC noted have “become a standard part 
of climate science in recent years.” 
“Our projection of 2013 for the remov- 
al of ice in summer is not accounting for 
the last two minima, in 2005 and 2007,” 
claimed Professor Wieslaw Maslowski, 
described as a researcher from the Naval 
Postgraduate School who was working 
with co-workers at NASA to come up with 
the now-thoroughly discredited forecasts 
about polar ice. “So given that fact, you 
can argue that may be [sic] our projection 
of 2013 is already too conservative.” (Em- 
phasis added.) Other “experts” quoted in 
the BBC article agreed with the hysteria. 


In the real world, however, 
the scientific evidence demolish- 
ing the global-warming theories 
advanced by Gore, the UN, and 
government-funded “climate sci- 
entists” continues to grow, along 
with the ice cover in both hemi- 
spheres. In the Arctic, for exam- 
ple, data collected by Europe’s 
Cryosat spacecraft pointed to 
about 9,000 cubic kilometers of 
ice volume at the end of the 2013 
melt season. In 2012, which was 
admittedly a low year, the total 
volume was about 6,000 cubic ki- 
lometers. 

Indeed, in 2007, when Gore and 
others started making their predic- 
tions about imminent “ice-free” 
Arctic summers, the average sea- 
ice area extent after the summer 
melt for the month of September 
was 4.28 million square kilome- 
ters. By 2013, even on September 
13, the minimum ice-cover day 
for the whole year, ice levels were 
way above the 2007 average for 
the month — by an area almost 
the size of California. The lowest 
level recorded on a single day dur- 
ing 2013 was 5.1 million square 
kilometers. By late July 2014, Arctic sea- 
ice extent was almost at its highest level 
in a decade, and scientists expect even less 
melting this summer than last year. 

Despite parroting the wild claims five 
years ago, the establishment press has, 
unsurprisingly, refused to report that Gore 
and his fellow alarmists were proven em- 
barrassingly wrong. No apologies from 
Gore have been forthcoming, either, and 
none of the “scientists” who made the ri- 
diculous predictions quoted by the BBC 
has apologized or lost his taxpayer-funded 
job. In fact, almost unbelievably, the es- 
tablishment press is now parroting new 
claims from the same discredited “ex- 
perts” suggesting that the Arctic will be 
“ice-free” by 2016. 


Antarctic Ice 

Even more embarrassing for the warmists 
have been trends in the Southern Hemi- 
sphere. Of course, all of the “climate mod- 
els” and “climate experts” and “scientists” 
predicted that rising CO, emissions would 
increase global temperatures, which 
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would melt the ice in Antarctica 
— by far the largest mass of fro- 
zen H,O on the planet. Indeed, the 
forecasts were crucial to many of 
the other predictions about surg- 
ing sea levels and related gloom 
and doom. 

The problem for global-warm- 
ing theorists is that the opposite 
happened. Indeed, sea ice in Ant- 
arctica is off the charts, consis- 
tently smashing previous record 
highs on a near-daily basis. Sea- 
ice area in the south is now at the 
highest point since records began 
— by a lot — and the warmists 
are searching frantically for an 
explanation. Some are, incred- 
ibly, considering their past fore- 
casts, trying to blame global 
warming. But the fact remains: 
Their predictions for Antarctica 
were as wrong as they possibly 
could be. Instead of melting as 
forecasted, ice levels are surg- 
ing to new and unprecedented 
heights. As of early July, an area 
of the southern oceans the size of 
Greenland is frozen that, based 
on the average, should currently 
be open waters. If both poles 
are considered together, there is 
about one million square kilo- 
meters of frozen area above and 
beyond the long-term average. 

Even UN warmists have been forced 
to concede that they do not know what is 
going on or why their “climate models” 
that predicted melting have been proven 
so wildly off the mark. “There is low con- 
fidence in the scientific understanding of 
the observed increase in Antarctic sea ice 
extent since 1979, due to ... incomplete 
and competing scientific explanations for 
the causes of change,” the IPCC admitted 
in its latest report. For now, the warmists 
have simply been trying their best to keep 
the public from noticing or examining the 
phenomenal growth in Antarctic ice. 

As THE NEw AMERICAN reported ear- 
lier this year, the desperation and denial 
among warmists was illustrated perfectly 
in December. A ship full of global-warm- 
ing alarmists led by a “climate scientist” 
went on a mission to study how “global 
warming” was melting Antarctic ice. In- 
stead of completing their mission, they 
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On the money: Warming alarmist Al Gore and climate 
“scientists” predicted ice-free Arctic summers by 2013. Instead 

of coming true, sea-ice area globally is at record levels. Gore got 
rich based on such claims anyway. 


ended up getting their vessel trapped in 
record-setting levels of sea ice. 


Obama Claims 

In his second-term inaugural address, 
Obama also made some climate claims, 
saying: “Some may still deny the over- 
whelming judgment of science, but none 
can avoid the devastating impact of rag- 
ing fires and crippling drought and pow- 
erful storms.” Ironically, all three of the 
examples he provided of what he called 
the “threat of climate change” actually dis- 
credit his argument. 

As Forbes magazine pointed out last 
year, the number of wildfires has plum- 
meted 15 percent since 1950, and ac- 
cording the National Academy of Sci- 
ences, that trend is likely to continue for 
decades. On “droughts,” a 2012 study 
published in the alarmist journal Nature 
noted that there has been “little change in 


global drought over the past 60 
years.” The UN’s own climate 
alarmists were even forced to 
conclude last year that in many 
regions of the world, “droughts 
have become less frequent, less 
intense, or shorter.” 

Regarding hurricanes and tor- 
nadoes, it probably would have 
been hard for Obama to choose 
a worse example to illustrate 
the alleged threat of man-made 
warming. Contrary to predictions 
by global warmists, hurricanes 
and tornadoes have been hitting 
in record-setting low numbers. 
“When the 2014 hurricane sea- 
son starts it will have been 3,142 
days since the last Category 
3+ storm made landfall in the 
U.S., shattering the record for 
the longest stretch between U.S. 
intense hurricanes since 1900,” 
noted professor of environmen- 
tal studies Roger Pielke, Jr. at 
the University of Colorado, who 
last year left alarmists who had 
predicted more extreme weather 
linked to alleged global warming 
silent after pointing out the facts 
in a Senate hearing. “The five- 
year period ending 2013 has seen 
two hurricane landfalls. That is 
a record low since 1900.” After 
adjusting the data for trends such 
as population growth and better report- 
ing, it appears that 2013 also featured the 
lowest number of tornadoes in the long- 
term record. 

In June 2008, Obama declared: “I am 
absolutely certain that generations from 
now, we will be able to look back and tell 
our children ... this was the moment when 
the rise of the oceans began to slow and 
our planet began to heal.” He was refer- 
ring, of course, to his own election, as if 
he were some sort of savior here to save 
humanity from its carbon-climate sins. In 
the real world, though, despite his gran- 
diose and bombastic view of himself as 
global climate messiah, Obama has no 
more power to stop the “climate” from 
changing than his legions of discredited 
“experts” have demonstrated to success- 
fully predict it. 

Also ironically, perhaps, is that there 
had been no global warming since long 
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before he took office. Worldwide, the 
disastrous forecasts by climate alarmists 
have proven to be similarly embarrass- 
ing. By now, anybody who follows “cli- 
mate” news knows that “global warming” 
has been on what alarmists call “pause” 
for 18 years and counting, despite ongo- 
ing increases in CO, concentrations in 
the atmosphere. The stubborn refusal of 
temperatures to rise (and accelerate) as 
forecasted by all of the UN’s 73 “climate 
models” has discredited the models, the 
UN, and the alleged “science” behind the 
computer forecasts. Every single model 
predicted more warming than has oc- 
curred, an atrocious record that defies 
explanation. Even a monkey rolling the 
dice or a scam artist pretending to read 
the future from a crystal ball would have 
a better record, based only on the laws of 
probability. 

Of course, alarmists have come up with 
at least a dozen excuses for the failure of 
temperatures to rise in accordance with 
their debunked models. The Obama ad- 
ministration’s favorite: the theory of “The 
Ocean Ate My Global Warming.” Last 
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year, the Associated Press, citing leaked 
documents, reported that the U.S. govern- 
ment had pressured the UN IPCC to incor- 
porate that excuse, for which there is not 
a scintilla of observable evidence, into its 
most recent global-warming report. 


A Prediction 

The website Watts Up With That 
(WUWT), run by meteorologist and cli- 
mate researcher Anthony Watts, high- 
lighted the embarrassing record in late 
2013 following a particularly devastating 
year for “climate” predictions. “It seems 
like every major CAGW [Catastrophic 
Anthropogenic Global Warming] pre- 
diction has failed in 2013,” the article 
explains, citing a vast trove of scientific 
data debunking alarmist forecasts. “Re- 
gardless of efforts to nebulize CAGW to 
explain all forms of climatic and weather 
variation, in 2013 every loosely falsifi- 
able prediction of the CAGW narrative 
seems to have failed. The apparent com- 
plete failure of the CAGW narrative in 
2013 could make the most fundamen- 
talist agnostic wonder if Mother Nature 


sometimes takes sides, aka the Gore Ef- 
fect.” Perhaps the Almighty has a sense 
of humor. 

Few people would make an important 
decision based on next week’s weather 
forecast. When it comes to “climate,” 
though, the $360 billion-per-year climate 
establishment is telling humanity that 
civilization must be reorganized from 
top to bottom based on failed models 
purporting to make predictions decades 
and even centuries in advance. Flawed 
predictions aside, a great deal of evidence 
suggests accuracy or truth was never the 
intent — generating fear to seize more 
money and power was (and is). Many 
top alarmists have admitted as much, 
with some responding to the implosion 
of their theories with calls for censorship 
or, more extreme still, the imprisonment, 
re-education, and even execution of “cli- 
mate deniers.” 

The Earth’s climate has always changed, 
and very likely will continue to change, re- 
gardless of what humans do. What is now 
clear, though, is that the establishment has 
no idea what those changes will be. Hi 
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As one wheel after another comes off the global-warming 
bandwagon, the alarmists have cranked up the audacity 


and volume of their agenda. 


Reluctant truth-teller: Rajendra K. Pachauri and the UN’s IPCC that he heads have been forced 


to admit that there has been no global warming for at least 17 years, defying all their computer 


by William F. Jasper 


models’ dire predictions. 

egarding the supposed “crisis” of 
R global warming, we have both 

good news and bad news to report. 
Leading off the good news is the fact that, 
contrary to the non-stop bombardment of 
headlines and broadcasts about catastrophic 
warming, the evidence shows that there has 
been no global warming for the past 17 to 
18 years. (More details on this in a mo- 
ment.) Moreover, even many of the leading 
individuals and institutions that have been 
promoting climate-change alarmism admit 
that, in defiance of their predictions, there 
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has been more than a decade-and-a-half 
“pause” in the previous warming trend. In 
addition, the global-warming propagandists 
have been exposed again and again for en- 
gaging in unethical behavior and outright 
fraud, as well as wild exaggeration. As a 
result, public susceptibility to global-warm- 
ing hysteria has subsided and political sup- 
port for draconian climate-related policies 
has declined dramatically. All of this is 
cause for rejoicing. 

The bad news is that the Obama ad- 
ministration, the establishment media, 
and the political powers that be that have 
been pushing the global-warming frenzy 


for the past couple decades are not back- 
ing off from their destructive agenda. 
In fact, they are doubling down and ac- 
celerating their drive, realizing full well 
that they are in danger of losing a huge 
chunk of their plan for global regulation. 
They are pushing hard to lock us into a 
new climate-change treaty at the United 
Nations climate summit in Paris in 2015. 
And they have a huge network of highly 
motivated lobbyists on their side from 
government agencies, universities, scien- 
tific institutions, and businesses that are 
riding the billion-dollar-a-day, taxpayer- 
funded global-warming gravy train. In 
addition, they have a potent auxiliary 
lobbying force comprised of millions of 
children, adolescents, and young adults 
who have been thoroughly saturated in 
climate-change indoctrination. Finally, 
some of the leading climate alarmists 
admit that they are employing “post- 
normal” science perversion in order to 
promote their sacred cause. So, the race 
is on, and the battle, over the coming 
months, is going to be very intense. 


The Great Pause 

As we have mentioned above, the global 
temperature data show, contrary to all of 
the frantic predictions of the past two dec- 
ades, that there has been no increase in 
global surface temperatures over at least 
the past 17 to 18 years! Lord Christopher 
Monckton, science advisor to British 
Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher, points 
out that the Hadley Centre/Climatic Re- 
search Unit records show no warming for 
19 or 20 years, and the Remote Sensing 
System (RSS) satellite dataset shows no 
warming for 24 years. 

What’s more, many of the most promi- 
nent individual and institutional promot- 
ers of anthropogenic (man-made) global 
warming (AGW) alarmism have acknowl- 
edged that there has been no measurable 
global warming for the past 17 or 18 years. 
This includes the UN’s Intergovernmen- 
tal Panel on Climate Change (IPCC); the 
Met Office (the U.K.’s national weather 
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service); the British Broadcasting Cor- 
poration (BBC); NASA; the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
(NOAA); and Professor Phil Jones, the 
former director of the Climatic Research 
Unit (CRU) of the University of East 
Anglia, who was among the scientists 
exposed by the CRU’s infamous e-mail 
scandal known as “Climategate.” 

Many of these same alarmists have 
been inventing new theories in attempts 
to explain why the actual global tempera- 
tures refuse to conform to the projections 
of their computer models, their most 
commonly cited excuse being that the 
oceans “ate” the warming. Nevertheless, 
their admissions regarding the “pause” 
are monumental, considering the decades 
of hyperventilating headlines their AGW 
“research” has provoked. 

More interesting still, in June of this 
year NOAA released data from its U.S. 
Climate Reference Network (USCRN) 
showing that average, maximum, and 
minimum surface temperatures for the 
United States have declined slightly over 
the past decade (January 2005 to April 
2014). This is no small thing, consider- 
ing that NOAA is home to some of the 
most ardent climate alarmists, and that the 
NOAA/USCRN data showing a decadal 
cooling trend flies in the face of all the 
apocalyptic pronouncements of the al- 
leged oracles of climate science. 

What we have just reported may come as 
something of a shocking news flash to the 
millions of Americans who are not regu- 
lar readers of THE NEW AMERICAN or the 
many excellent climate “skeptic” blogs and 
websites that have been publicizing these 
game-changing developments, but it’s both 
true and verifiable, nonetheless. To state it 
plainly, the theory that Planet Earth is head- 
ed toward a death spiral caused by anthro- 
pogenic global warming, or AGW, has no 
empirical basis to back it up. 

If it is true that there has been no global 
warming for at least 17 years, then the 
very touchstone of AGW theory has been 
shattered. The alarmists and their sacred 
computer models, which all predicted 
continuous, unbroken temperature in- 
creases, have been completely, monumen- 
tally discredited. 

Not only has the global warming 
“paused” (if ever it was even above what is 
considered natural variability), but in recent 
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Her regulatory wand: EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy is leading the Obama administration’s 
regulatory assault on the economy, using unfounded alarm over CO», a natural gas essential for life. 


years a great many studies, including in 
peer-reviewed science journals, have shak- 
en the false “consensus” that CO, is a major 
driver of climate. A problem that the AGW 
alarmists could never solve or explain is 
how CO, could be causing global warming 
when the historical record shows that rises 
in atmospheric CO, follow temperature 
rises, not the other way around. “It’s hard 
for us to say that CO, drives temperature. 
It’s easier to say temperature drives CO3,” 
says Dr. Robert Giegengack, chairman of 
the Department of Earth and Environmen- 
tal Science at the University of Pennsyl- 
vania, one of many experts who claim the 
CO, basis of the climate scare is ludicrous. 
The reader may recall from Logic 101 or 
Scientific Method 202 that the cause pre- 
cedes the effect. It is plainly evident that 
the AGW activists cannot explain either the 
pause or the cause. Scientific teams writing 
papers positing that temperature rises have 
preceded CO, rises include Eric Monnin, 
et al. (Science, 2001); Nicolas Caillon, et 
al. (Science, 2003); and Lowell Stott, et al. 
(Science Express, 2007). Dr. Lowell Stott, 
professor of earth sciences at the University 
of Southern California, said that his team’s 
study of ice-core data showed that the heat- 
ing of the oceans caused a release of CO), 


with the rising temperatures preceding ris- 
ing CO, levels by about 1,000 years. 

An additional smack-down to the CO, 
haters is that not only is CO, very dubi- 
ous as a Significant driver of climate (as 
opposed to the sun, water vapor, clouds, 
and oceans), but man-made CO, com- 
prises only a tiny fraction — about three 
percent — of the Earth’s total atmospher- 
ic CO). And the IPCC’s AGW alarmists 
know this. In fact, the U.S. Energy Infor- 
mation Administration (EIA), an agency 
of the federal Department of Energy, cites 
the IPCC’s Climate Change 2001 report 
as the source for its three-percent figure 
for a table on the EIA website entitled, 
“Global Natural and Anthropogenic 
Sources and Absorption of Greenhouse 
Gases in the 1990s.” What’s more, only 
a few years ago AGW proponents, such 
as Bill McKibben, launched a noisy cam- 
paign warning that if CO, levels reached 
350 parts per million (ppm) we would 
have heated the planet past the point of 
no return. Well, we are now at 400 ppm, 
and, as we have noted, the predicted cata- 
strophic warming has not materialized. In 
fact, many of the top scientists in CO, re- 
search point out that our planet is in CO 
“starvation mode” compared to past peri- 
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Contrary icons: Despite being portrayed by alarmists as victims of global warming, polar bear 
populations have soared. Undaunted, activist biologists at the IUCN are preparing to label them 
as endangered, to help push a new UN climate treaty. 


ods, when levels were 1,000 ppm or more 
— and plant and animal life flourished. 

And there’s more — much, much more. 
For those who find talk about conflicting 
temperature datasets, CO, ppms, “climate 
sensitivity,” squabbling experts, etc. too 
arcane, let us switch to — the polar bear, 
Ursus maritimus, that cute mascot that 
has been the cash cow and icon for the 
AGW disaster lobby. Everyone knows that 
these dear creatures are starving, drown- 
ing, dying in great numbers due to nasty 
human SUV drivers and other irresponsi- 
ble energy consumers. Right? Al Gore told 
us so in An Inconvenient Truth, and tugged 
our heartstrings with his florid narrative 
and images of the disappearing bears. The 
polar bear, we have been told repeatedly, 
is “the canary in the coal mine” that is tell- 
ing us we are headed dangerously in the 
wrong direction. 

Well, not according to National Pub- 
lic Radio. The NPR folks are about as 
hardcore AGW alarmist as it gets, which 
made it nothing less than amazing when 
NPR last year produced a program en- 
titled “The Inconvenient Truth About 


Polar Bears,” a story about environ- 
mental activist Zac Unger, who moved 
with his wife and three kids to Manitoba 
to study, write about, and help “save” 
polar bears. To his surprise, he learned 
that there “are far more polar bears alive 
today than there were 40 years ago,” 
and they are literally overrunning many 
areas, surpassing their habitat’s carrying 
capacity. This, of course, is what on-the- 
ground polar bear experts, such as Dr. 
Mitchell Taylor, have been saying (and 
documenting) for decades. Ditto for Dr. 
Susan J. Crockford, adjunct professor at 
the University of Victoria, British Co- 
lumbia, who runs the very informative 
polarbearscience.com website. Accord- 
ing to a posting by Dr. Crockford on July 
1, 2013, the polar bear global population 
is booming and “has increased by 2,165- 
5,700 since 2001.” However, Dr. Crock- 
ford also warned in July of this year that 
the Polar Bear Specialist Group of the 
International Union for Conservation of 
Nature (IUCN), which is fully on board 
with the global-warming diatribe, is pre- 
paring a report for release in 2015 to list 


The global temperature data show, contrary to all 
of the frantic predictions of the past two decades, 
that there has been no increase in global surface 
temperatures over at least the past 17 to 18 years! 
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the bears as “vulnerable” (IUCN-equiva- 
lent to “threatened” in the United States). 
This is obviously planned to help key up 
support for the UN’s climate treaty con- 
ference in Paris. 


Crashing “Consensus” 

As the companion article to this one points 
out (see page 10), virtually every major 
prediction of catastrophe that global- 
warming alarmists have made about the 
coming state of the environment over 
the past several decades — from melt- 
ing sea ice and flooded nations to loss of 
snowfalls and increased climate refugees 
— has proven utterly incorrect. That’s in 
addition to the Climategate e-mail scan- 
dal and dozens of additional scandals that 
have exposed the “climate science” es- 
tablishment’s use of fraudulent methods, 
statistical manipulation, censorship, in- 
timidation, and many other unethical and 
criminal practices 

But perhaps the biggest fraudulent 
claim promoted by the AGW alarmists 
is that “the science is settled” on global 
warming because some mythical “consen- 
sus” of scientists has said so. However, not 
only is there no “consensus” — and con- 
sensus wouldn’t matter anyway because 
science has always been about provable 
scientific fact undoing commonly held 
beliefs, not the other way around — sci- 
entists by the drove have been abandoning 
global-warming theory, including many 
who previously were in the alarmist camp 
and who served on the UN’s IPCC. 

Prominent AGW “defectors” include 
Dr. Judith Curry, professor of climatol- 
ogy and chair of the Georgia Institute of 
Technology’s School of Earth and At- 
mospheric Sciences; Dr. Patrick Moore, 
chemist/ecologist/activist co-founder of 
Greenpeace and former director of Green- 
peace International; Dr. Fritz Vahrenholt, 
a leader in the European environmental 
movement and “green” energy; Dr. Rich- 
ard S. J. Tol, IPCC author and professor 
at the Vrije Universiteit in Amsterdam, 
Netherlands; and Dr. James Lovelock, in- 
ventor/scientist/ecologist and formulator 
of the “Gaia hypothesis.” 

For the past couple of decades, a su- 
perbly organized and well-funded “cli- 
mate mafia” of activist scientists, politi- 
cal activists, and their media allies have 
managed to keep the “scientific consen- 
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sus” ruse afloat through deception and in- 
timidation. But, fortunately, a large body 
of noted scientists now is aggressively 
challenging both the fraudulent science 
and the deceitful consensus claims of the 
AGW lobby. Due to the prominent stat- 
ure and rapidly growing numbers of these 
“skeptic” experts (or “realist,” if you pre- 
fer), it is becoming increasingly difficult 
for the alarmists to sustain their claims. 
Among the renowned scientists in the 
AGW skeptic camp are: 

¢ Richard Lindzen, Ph.D., MIT climate 
physicist and Alfred P. Sloan professor of 
meteorology, Dept. of Earth, Atmospheric 
and Planetary Sciences; 

¢ John Christy, Ph.D., climatologist of 
the University of Alabama in Huntsville 
and NASA; 

* Lee C. Gerhard, Ph.D., past director 
and state geologist with the Kansas Geo- 
logical Society and a senior scientist emer- 
itus of the University of Kansas; 

¢ Patrick J. Michaels, Ph.D., former 
Virginia State climatologist, UN IPCC re- 
viewer, and University of Virginia profes- 
sor of environmental sciences; 

¢ William Happer, Ph.D., Cyrus Fogg 
Bracket professor of physics, Princeton 
University; 

¢ Leonard Weinstein, Ph.D., 35 years at 
the NASA Langley Research Center and 
presently a senior research fellow at the 
National Institute of Aerospace; 

¢ Robert B. Laughlin, Ph.D., Nobel 
Prize-winning Stanford University physi- 
cist and former research scientist at Law- 
rence Livermore National Laboratory; 

« Anatoly Levitin, Ph.D., head of the 
geomagnetic variations laboratory at the 
Institute of Terrestrial Magnetism, Iono- 
sphere and Radiowave Propagation of the 
Russian Academy of Sciences; 

¢ Hans Jelbring, Ph.D., climatologist of 
the Paleogeophysics & Geodynamics Unit 
at Stockholm University, Sweden; 

¢ Burt Rutan, renowned engineer, in- 
ventor, and aviation/space pioneer; 

¢ Willie Soon, Ph.D., Harvard-Smithso- 
nian Center astrophysicist; 

¢ Vincent Gray, Ph.D., New Zealand 
chemist and climate researcher; 

¢ Tom V. Segalstad, Ph.D., geologist/ 
geochemist, head of the Geological Mu- 
seum in Norway; 

¢ Lennart Bengtsson, Ph.D., Swedish 
meteorologist/climatologist, recipient of 
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numerous awards, former director of the 
Max Planck Institute for Meteorology in 
Hamburg, Germany; and 

¢ John T. Everett, Ph.D., a former Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis- 
tration senior manager and project man- 
ager for the UN Atlas of the Oceans. 

These, obviously, are not the cranky out- 
liers and hillbilly flat-earthers that Obama 
et al. insultingly imply all skeptics are. And 
those we mention above are but a small 
sampling of thousands, literally, that could 
be cited. ClimateDepot.com has released 
a 321-page report featuring the statements 
(and impressive vitae) of more than 1,000 
renowned scientists worldwide who chal- 
lenge the IPCC’s man-made global-warm- 
ing claims. In July, the Heartland Institute 
held its 9th International Conference on 
Climate Change, which brought together 
hundreds of prominent climate realists to 
discuss, analyze, and publicize the latest de- 
velopments in climate research. The presen- 
tations and panel discussions of these stellar 
scientists can be viewed at the Heartland In- 
stitute’s website (www.heartland.org). 


Truth vs. “Post-normal Science” 

However, many “scientists” have no eth- 
ical qualms about fudging data (lying) 
because they are practitioners of a high- 


er, “spiritual,” “post-normal science” 
that has become the new religion of 
environmental scientists. Mike Hulme, 
one of the high priests of post-normal 
science, has explained this new religion 
in his book Why We Disagree About Cli- 
mate Change and in various articles he 
has written and interviews he has given. 
Dr. Hulme, professor of Climate Change 
at the University of East Anglia — the 
university of Climategate infamy — is 
the founding director of the Tyndall 
Centre for Climate Change Research 
and one of the U.K.’s most prominent 
climate scientists. 

“Climate change seems to fall in this 
category” of post-normal science, he 
writes. “Disputes in post-normal science 
focus [as much] ... on the process of sci- 
ence — who gets funded, who evaluates 
quality, who has the ear of policy — as on 
the facts of science.” 

Truth is not the objective of the post- 
normal advocates. In fact, the old-fash- 
ioned scientific pursuit of truth is coun- 
terproductive to the post-normal crowd. 
“The danger of a ‘normal’ reading of sci- 
ence is that it assumes science can first 
find truth, then speak truth to power, and 
that truth-based policy will then follow,” 
Hulme says. 


Believer or schemer? UN Climate Chief Christiana Figueres, who calls for global central planning 
and a “complete transformation” of the world to control the planet at the individual level, praises 


Obama’s unconstitutional EPA mandates. 
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UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon, for instance, told 
the audience of business and financial elites at this 
year’s World Economic Forum: “We need trillions of 
dollars of investment to move from the brown to the 


green economy.” 


Within “normal” science, Hulme says, 
“exchanges often reduce to ones about 
scientific truth rather than about values, 
perspectives and political preferences.” 
And he sees that as a problem. He writes: 


Self-evidently dangerous climate 
change will not emerge from a normal 
scientific process of truth seeking, al- 
though science will gain some insights 
into the question if it recognises the 
socially contingent dimensions of a 
post-normal science. But to proffer 
such insights, scientists — and politi- 
cians — must trade (normal) truth for 
influence. If scientists want to remain 
listened to, to bear influence on policy, 
they must recognise the social limits 
of their truth seeking and reveal fully 
the values and beliefs they bring to 
their scientific activity. 


“The function of climate change ... re- 
ally is not about stopping climate chaos,” 


U.S. Annual Heat Wave Index, 1895-2013 


Hulme concedes. “Instead, we need to see 
how we can use the idea of climate change 
— the matrix of ecological functions, 
power relationships, cultural discourses 
and materials flows that climate change 
reveals — to rethink how we take forward 
our political, social, economic and per- 
sonal projects over the decades to come.” 

“Within a capitalist world order, climate 
change is actually a convenient phenom- 
enon to come along,” says Hulme, reveal- 
ing, perhaps, the underlying socialist, 
proto-Marxian impetus for many of the 
AGW fanatics. 

According to this leading post-normal 
climate oracle: 


The idea of climate change should 
be seen as an intellectual resource 
around which our collective and 
personal identities and projects can 
form and take shape. We need to 
ask not what we can do for climate 
change, but to ask what climate 


change can do for us.... Because the 
idea of climate change is so plastic, 
it can be deployed across many of 
our human projects and can serve 
many of our psychological, ethical, 
and spiritual needs. 


The promoters of climate alarmism are 
well aware that the plasticity of “climate 
change” offers them untold opportunities 
to reshape and transform the political, 
economic, social, psychological, ethical, 
and spiritual makeup of all society. That 
is what they are aiming at now with the 
Obama administration’s current EPA cli- 
mate plan and with other world-spanning 
climate agendas. 

Far from acknowledging their errors 
and backing off from their authoritarian 
agenda, the global-warming alarmists 
have doubled down and cranked up both 
the volume of their doomsday predictions 
and the audacity of their demands. The 
Obama administration and its allies real- 
ize full well that they do not have public 
support for a carbon tax, a carbon cap- 
and-trade bill, or any of the many other 
economy-destroying, job-destroying 
schemes. They cannot get them through 
Congress. Thus, President Obama is re- 
sorting to dictatorial executive orders 
and administrative rulings to force his 
unconstitutional “environ- 
mental” program on an un- 
willing populace. His pri- 
mary instrument for doing 
so is the Environmental 


Protection Agency, but he 
is also tasking every Cabi- 


net department and agency 
with assisting in the proj- 
ect. The new EPA regula- 


tions unleashed on June 2, 
2014, for example, demand 


EPA’s contradictions: Skeptics 


have long challenged claims by 
the EPA and other alarmists that 
recent years are the “hottest 


0.2 


on record.” This graph, taken 
from the EPA’s own website, 
confirms that the 1930s 


0 


were much hotter. The EPA’s 
accompanying text reads: “Heat 
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waves in the 1930s remain the 
most severe heat waves in the 
U.S. historical record.” 
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Alarmist “defectors” (from left): Dr. Judith Curry chairs the Georgia Institute of Technology’s School of Earth and Atmospheric Sciences; Dr. Patrick 
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Moore was a co-founder of Greenpeace; Dr. Denis Rancourt was a professor of physics at the University of Ottawa and is a militant Green activist. 


an impossibly high 30-percent reduction 
in CO, for coal-fired electrical plants. 
It is clearly aimed at effecting Obama’s 
pledge to shut down coal. 

Professor Judith Curry, whom we 
mentioned earlier, is but one of many 
reputable climatologists who have ex- 
pressed amazement at the audacity and 
unfounded assertions of the administra- 
tion’s AGW agenda. “I am mystified as 
to why President Obama and John Kerry 
are making such strong (and indefen- 
sible) statements about climate change,” 
Dr. Curry said. “Particularly with regards 
to extreme weather events, their case is 
very weak. Especially at this time, given 
that much of the rest of the world is pull- 
ing back against commitments to reduce 
emissions and combat climate change.” 
Professor Curry, who chairs the Georgia 
Institute of Technology’s School of Earth 
and Atmospheric Sciences, was herself 
once counted as a leading light in the 
AGW alarmist camp. Indeed, she was 
even referred to as “the high priestess 
of global warming.” However, she now 
counts herself a “heretic,” along with a 
large and growing body of scientists who 
challenge the false “consensus” dogma. 

Professor Curry may be at a loss to 
explain the president’s motives, but to 
knowledgeable outsiders looking in, the 
reason behind the desperate words and 
measures is obvious. The president, like 
his globalist cadres at the UN, is work- 
ing feverishly to use climate change to 
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remake the political order of the globe 
— before the wheels come completely 
off the global-warming bandwagon — so 
that countries and their peoples kowtow 
to a new international socialist regime 
based out of the UN, a regime that liter- 
ally tells individuals what they can and 
cannot do. (Already, only a few months 
ago, in September 2013, a fierce revolt 
by Australian voters against the newly 
imposed “carbon tax” and other stifling 
“climate” policies swept Prime Minister 
Kevin Rudd and his Labor Party from of- 
fice. The crushing defeat for Rudd and 
his militantly Green agenda sent political 
tremors worldwide.) 

The present climate alarmism has a very 
specific, immediate purpose: One of the 
alarmists’ most coveted prizes is adoption 
next year in Paris, France, of a new pro- 
posed United Nations convention to replace 
the (largely) expired 1997 Kyoto Protocol. 
The UN is calling for the 2015 Paris treaty 
to be universally binding, with concrete 
commitments by developed nations to re- 
duce their “carbon footprints,” as well as all 
other greenhouse gas emissions — which 
translates, of course, into shutting down 
much of our energy consumption (coal, oil, 
diesel, and natural gas); much higher costs 
for heating, transportation, manufacturing, 
and food (in short, everything that requires 
energy, which means, of course, virtually 
everything); increased poverty and eco- 
nomic hardship; and vastly increased regu- 
lation of everything, under a perennially 


evolving international regimen overseen 
by the UN. 

With that prize comes the ability to 
effect “a complete transformation of the 
economic structure of the world.” Those 
are the words of Christiana Figueres, exec- 
utive director of the UN Framework Con- 
vention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), 
spoken at the UNFCCC summit in Doha, 
Qatar, in 2012. Figueres’ damning admis- 
sion (which she ebulliently posited as a 
boast) is worth closer examination. “It 
must be understood that what is occurring 
here, not just in Doha, but in the whole cli- 
mate change process is a complete trans- 
formation of the economic structure of the 
world,” Figueres enthused. 

Figueres expanded on this “transfor- 
mative” UN agenda in an interview with 
the British left-wing daily The Guardian. 
“The Industrial Revolution was also a 
transformation,” she noted, “but it wasn’t 
a guided transformation from a central- 
ized policy perspective. This is a central- 
ized transformation that is taking place 
because governments have decided that 
they need to listen to science. So it’s a 
very, very different transformation and 
one that is going to make the life of ev- 
eryone on the planet very different.” (Em- 
phasis added.) 

Figueres is in charge of the process 
that is producing the new climate treaty 
for the Paris summit next year. It will 
aim to impose a complete, centralized, 
guided transformation that will affect 
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“the life of everyone on the planet” and 
make it “very different.” Very different, 
indeed. If Figueres and her UN cohorts 
have their way, a “carbon budget” will 
be foisted upon the entire planet, with 
draconian CO, rationing to control all 
human activity. 

Based on the claims of the discred- 
ited and widely ridiculed IPCC Fifth 
Assessment Report, the carbon budget 
proposal is a naked scam to seize power 
and money. For starters, the UNFCCC 
is engaged in “resource mobilization” 
to obtain national commitments for its 
newly established Green Climate Fund. 
They are asking for $100 billion — for 
starters. And that is chump change next 
to the trillions of dollars for “climate fi- 
nance” and “climate justice” demanded 
by UN officials and Third World dic- 
tators. UN Secretary-General Ban Ki- 
moon, for instance, told the audience 
of business and financial elites at this 
year’s World Economic Forum (WEF): 
“We need trillions of dollars of invest- 
ment to move from the brown to the 
green economy.” He stressed the need 


for a “public-private framework that 
supports low-carbon investment.” Sec- 
retary-General Ban was pushing on an 
open door, of course, since many, if not 
most, of the WEF elites he was address- 
ing are already big players in the “pub- 
lic-private framework” that rewards 
politically connected private compa- 
nies with grants and subsidies extracted 
from taxpayers to support unsustainable 
“green” technology and alternative en- 
ergy projects. According to a report of 
the Climate Policy Initiative last year 
entitled “Global Landscape of Climate 
Finance 2013,” already “global climate 
finance flows” are at $359 billion an- 
nually, or around $1 billion per day. 
Al Gore, of course, serves as a prime 
example of how the public-private-part- 
nership scheme works; he cashed in big 
and is well on his way toward becoming 
one of the first “carbon billionaires.” 


Collapsing Paradigm 

As support for global-warming alarm 
among both scientists and the general pub- 
lic crumbles rapidly, globalists must act 


forcefully now or risk losing all the gains 
they have made over the past two decades. 

Ban Ki-moon and Obama are franti- 
cally wielding both the carrot and the 
stick, attempting to lure business and fi- 
nancial support with visions of even more 
massive wealth transfers from the middle 
classes to the corporate ruling classes, 
while at the same time appealing to the 
socialist-minded enviro-activists with 
promises of harsh regulations to stamp 
out fossil fuels, along with many of the 
“evil” capitalist industries that depend 
on them. They are in a desperate rush to 
build support for a Paris treaty that will 
lock into place “global governance” and 
“complete transformation of the econom- 
ic structure of the world.” 

This is huge, a sprint to the finish line 
between a complete meltdown of global- 
warming theory and the institution of the 
biggest effort ever to regiment all human- 
ity! Let’s not only root for the meltdown, 
but help speed it to the finish line by in- 
creasing all our efforts to expose the bogus 
science and tyrannical agenda behind the 
colossal global-warming fraud. 
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Does the U.S. Chamber of Commerce 


Equal Crony Capitalism? 


The U.S. Chamber of Commerce supposedly engages in 
political advocacy to help businesses prosper, but it would 
be more accurate to say that it helps “some” businesses. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


( ) onventional political wisdom says 
that Republicans are not supposed 
to reject awards from the USS. 

Chamber of Commerce. But Representa- 

tive Kerry Bentivolio (R-Mich.) told the 

Detroit News July 24 that he was return- 

ing a “Spirit of Enterprise” award received 

earlier in the year. “The Chamber of Com- 
merce is beholden to special interests and 
has long since forgotten the main street 
businesses that struggle everyday to make 
payroll and keep their company afloat,” 

Bentivolio (THE NEW AMERICAN’S “Free- 

dom Index” cumulative score: 80 percent) 

wrote to the Detroit News. “It is with great 
pride that I reject their award, and call on 
them to stand on the side of America, 
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instead of on the side of China and cor- 
porate interests seeking to exploit people 
for profit. I am with main street, not Wall 
Street.” Bentivolio’s remarks referred to 
the Chamber’s support for lowered trade 
barriers to low-wage labor in communist 
China and the support for the U.S. Export- 
Import Bank’s taxpayer subsidy of $1.8 
billion in trade to China thus far this year. 

Despite giving Bentivolio an award for 
backing the Chamber of Commerce on 
key issues 77 percent of the time in 2013, 
the Chamber backed the Tea Party con- 
gressman’s opponent in the August 5 GOP 
primary. The opponent, Dave Trott, won. 

Bentivolio’s rejection of the Chamber 
could conceivably be dismissed as sour 
grapes. It shouldn’t be. 

The spat in Eastern Michigan’s 11th 


Jobs, but not for you: The U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce claims to support policies to enable 
and encourage businesses of all shapes and 
sizes to expand and hire more workers, but 

its political monies go toward amnesty for 
illegal immigrants and subsidies for the “right” 
companies. 


Congressional District has been played 
out in Republican congressional prima- 
ries all year, from Mississippi to Georgia, 
and California to Western Michigan. The 
Chamber of Commerce unveiled a $50 
million election warchest to elect crony 
capitalists in both parties at the beginning 
of the year, and much of that money has 
been directed at defeating Tea Party con- 
gressmen — congressmen elected largely 
in reaction against the massive $700 bil- 
lion TARP corporate bailout of banks in 
2008. The Chamber of Commerce’s fer- 
vent support for tax subsidies for corpo- 
rations has forced an open war between 
the Tea Party and the Chamber within the 
Republican Party. “If you notice, they call 
it the Spirit of Enterprise award, not the 
Spirit of Free Enterprise Award,” Ben- 
tivolio’s Chief of Staff Rob Wasinger told 
the online Daily Caller via e-mail July 24. 
“Crony capitalism is alive and well at the 
Chamber of Commerce.” 

With this year’s primary season nearly 
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The Chamber of Commerce has a broad range of 
policy recommendations that call for bigger and more 
expensive government when it Suits its Corporate 


benefactors. 


over, the controversy will spill over to 
Capitol Hill with the expected congres- 
sional vote on renewal of the charter of the 
U.S. Export-Import Bank (Ex-Im Bank) 
this September. 


Origin of the Chambers of Commerce 
Local chambers of commerce began in 
Boston in the 1820s, but really took off 
across the nation as they successfully or- 
ganized to repeal America’s first income 
tax, levied from 1862-72 to finance the 
war between the states. The national U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce was organized in 
1912 at the suggestion of then-President 
William Howard Taft to temper the politi- 
cal power of labor unions. 

Today, “key” congressional votes ac- 
cording to the U.S. Chamber’s voter guides 
include voting in favor of anti-privacy bills 
such as the Cyber Intelligence Sharing and 
Protection Act (CISPA), unconstitutional 
gimmicks such as the No Budget, No Pay 
Act of 2013, giant budget spending bills 


such as the Fiscal 2014 budget resolution 
($700 billion deficit), and bills with both 
good and bad in them, such as the Innova- 
tion Act, a patent reform bill. CISPA was 
written by House Intelligence Committee 
Chairman Mike Rogers (R-Mich.), and the 
bill would essentially hand all private In- 
ternet information over to federal officials 
without a warrant. The No Budget, No Pay 
Act of 2013 was a feel-good reaction to the 
budget crisis last year, but it blatantly vio- 
lated the terms of the 27th Amendment to 
the U.S. Constitution banning that “vary- 
ing the compensation for the services of 
the Senators and Representatives, shall take 
effect, until an election of Representatives 
shall have intervened.” 

The Chamber of Commerce has a broad 
range of policy recommendations that call 
for bigger and more expensive govern- 
ment when it suits its corporate benefac- 
tors. Those policies include advocacy for 
more government subsidies for corporate 
giants on alternative energies, such as 


,  e 


Michigan Republican Justin Amash (above) survived a strong primary challenge this year from 
Brian Ellis, who was endorsed by the Chamber of Commerce. The Chamber ran nearly $200,000 


in television ads for Ellis. 
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the ill-fated Solyndra, Abound Solar, and 
A123 Systems. The Chamber’s Energy 
Works for US policy manual states: 


The federal government should sup- 
port a broad R&D portfolio on both 
the supply and demand sides, in- 
cluding energy efficiency, new en- 
ergy sources, and advanced fuel and 
power delivery options. 

Congress should continue to fund 
the ARPA-E program’s efforts to sup- 
port high-risk, exploratory research 
on innovative energy technologies 
that have great potential for break- 
throughs. 


While Breitbart.com has reported that the 
U.S. government under the Obama ad- 
ministration has wasted as much as $154 
billion taxpayer dollars on “renewable” 
energy failures, one must wonder if the 
Chamber of Commerce is really a cham- 
pion of “free enterprise” when it calls 
for more “high-risk” federal government 
energy handouts to companies that have 
often been Obama administration cam- 
paign contributors. The U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce is perhaps the primary reason 
that the U.S. government now spends 
more than $100 billion annually on cor- 
porate welfare, according to researchers at 
the Cato Institute. 

Not surprisingly, principled Tea Party 
congressmen who oppose corporate wel- 
fare, such as Justin Amash (Freedom Index 
average for 2013-14: 96 percent), scored 
lower on the Chamber of Commerce vot- 
ing index for 2013; Amash, for instance, 
scored only 58 percent. Amash is in good 
company, as free market champion and 
former Representative Ron Paul (R-Tex- 
as) occasionally scored lower on Cham- 
ber voting records than most Democrats. 
Amash — who succeeded Dr. Paul as the 
chairman of the House Liberty Caucus — 
found that the Chamber had endorsed his 
primary opponent as well. 

Amash’s primary opponent Brian 
Ellis self-financed his own campaign 
with more than $1 million, but despite a 
general record of success in the 2014 pri- 
maries, the Chamber’s attempt to remove 
Amash was doomed to fail. Prior to the 
Michigan primary, Slate’s David Weigel 
explained July 24 that “the business com- 
munity was having a good year. Until this 
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The Export-Import Bank’s “cause”: Though 78 percent of Ethiopians live on $2 a day or less 


and often can’t afford necessities, let alone airline tickets, the Ex-Ilm Bank arranged loans for that 
country’s government to buy Boeing passenger jets. 


week, when businessman David Perdue 
defeated Rep. Jack Kingston in a pri- 
mary for Georgia’s open Senate seat, the 
U.S. Chamber of Commerce was unde- 
feated in the races it had entered.... But 
Amash was supposed to be the jewel in 
the crown, and it doesn’t look like he will 
be.” Indeed, he was not. 


Ex-Im Bank Lobbyist “Push” 

The next battlefield in the war against 
crony capitalism will likely take place in- 
side the chambers of Congress when the 
House and Senate vote on a bill to reau- 
thorize the Export-Import Bank (Ex-Im 
Bank) this fall. 

The Ex-Im Bank guarantees payment to 
U.S. exporters by loaning money at below- 
market rates or guaranteeing commercial 
bank loans to foreign-based customers of 
U.S. companies, or by providing U.S. ex- 
porters export credit insurance. If the for- 
eign company fails to pay for the product 
sold by the U.S. company, the Ex-Im Bank 
pays the U.S. company with the full faith 
and credit of the U.S. taxpayer. 

The Ex-Im Bank’s policy of privatizing 
the profits of giant exporters and social- 
izing the losses on the backs of the tax- 
payers has run afoul of congressmen such 
as Amash and other Tea Party supporters 
in Congress, who have made killing the 
bank a key campaign issue. The Chamber 
of Commerce is pushing back with every 
lobbyist they can muster. “There’s a full 
inside-the-Beltway, outside-the-Beltway 
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push,” Christopher Wenk, senior director 
of international policy at the U.S. Cham- 
ber of Commerce, told the Wall Street 
Journal on July 6. “We’re burning up shoe 
leather.” The Wall Street Journal noted 
that politically connected corporations are 
also lobbying aggressively, explaining the 
effort was “part of a lobbying push by cor- 
porations such as Boeing Co. and General 
Electric Co., and business groups such as 
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce and Na- 
tional Association of Manufacturers.” It’s 
hardly surprising that those companies 
would lead the lobbying push, as they are 
the largest beneficiaries of Ex-Im Bank’s 
subsidies. 

The Ex-Im Bank claims that in 2013 
the bank helped to “support an estimated 
$37.4 billion in U.S. export sales and ap- 
proximately 205,000 American jobs in 
communities across the country. For the 
year, the Bank approved a record 3,413 
transactions — or 89 percent — for small 
businesses.” But the reality is three-quar- 
ters of the total dollar level of support — 
and consequently, risk for taxpayers — is 
devoted to propping up its 10 largest cli- 
ents, all of which are commercial giants 
such as Boeing, Caterpillar, and General 
Electric. And even the “transaction” figure 
touted by Ex-Im Bank to stress it is help- 
ing “small businesses” is fudged; the bank 
counts companies employing as many as 
1,500 people as “small businesses.” 

The Ex-Im Bank has admittedly had a 
low default rate in recent years, and earned 
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a profit of $1.1 billion in fiscal 2013 that 
was given to the U.S. Treasury. But the 
Ex-Im Bank lost money in the Asian fi- 
nancial crisis of the 1990s and asked Con- 
gress for a $3 billion taxpayer bailout in 
1987. “Behind the red ink are loans made 
in the late 1970’s and early 1980’s when 
interest rates soared,” the New York Times 
reported back in 1987, unintentionally 
stressing that the bad loans sometimes 
take a decade or longer to produce those 
massive costs for taxpayers. Notably, the 
$3 billion taxpayer bailout of the Ex-Im 
Bank in 1987 happened at a time when 
the congressionally chartered corporation 
had a much smaller capitalization limit 
imposed by Congress. 

The Ex-Im Bank approves some $30 
billion in new commitments every year 
and has a $140 billion statutory cap on 
total commitments — double what it was 
in the late 1990s. As introduced, the re- 
newal bill being considered by Congress 
would raise that cap $5 billion per year 
during the span of the reauthorization 
through 2021, raising the total potential 
liability of the taxpayers to $175 billion. 
The bill — named the “Protecting Ameri- 
can Jobs and Exports Act” (H.R. 4950), 
as introduced in June — had 201 cospon- 
sors in the U.S. House of Representatives, 
nearly enough for passage. 

The Chamber of Commerce and its 
cronies in Congress claim that the Ex-Im 
Bank doesn’t cost taxpayers anything, as 
it has been self-financing in recent years. 
PolitiFact.com rated that claim as “half 
true.” A Congressional Budget Office 
(CBO) study published in May 2014 put 
the cost of the Ex-Im Bank to taxpayers 
at $2 billion per decade because of the in- 
creased risk of bad loans in the high-risk 
markets that Ex-Im Bank finances. That 
CBO study concluded that “Ex-Im Bank’s 
six largest programs would generate bud- 
getary savings of $14 billion under FCRA 
[Federal Credit Reform Act] accounting 
but cost $2 billion on a fair-value basis” 
over a 10-year period, noting that the ac- 
counting methods failed to account for 
risk to taxpayers for future losses in its 
report to Congress: 


Market risk is the component of fi- 
nancial risk that remains even after 
investors have diversified their port- 
folios as much as possible; it arises 
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from shifts in macroeconomic con- 
ditions, such as productivity and 
employment, and from changes in 
expectations about future macroeco- 
nomic conditions. The government 
is exposed to market risk when the 
economy is weak because borrowers 
default on their debt obligations more 
frequently and recoveries from bor- 
rowers are lower. 


That risk is based upon backing loans that 
have no relation to a free market. George 
Mason University’s Mercatus Center re- 
searcher Veronique de Rugy noted back 
in April that Ex-Im Bank doesn’t always 
promote the proper type of international 
trade based upon market forces: “Take 
Ethiopian Airlines, for instance [which the 
Ex-Im bank lent money to]. The airline is 
owned by the government of Ethiopia, a 
country where 78 percent of the popula- 
tion lives on an income below $2 a day, 
the average life expectancy was 59 years 
in 2011, and state health expenditures 
amount to a paltry $3 per person.” Suffice 
it to say that most of Ethiopia’s residents 


won't be able to afford ticket prices on 
these expensive state-owned jets. 

The Mercatus Center scholar continued: 
“And how does Ex-Im encourage Ethiopia 
to spend its meager public funds? Perhaps 
on education improvements, health servic- 
es, or critical infrastructure? Don’t be silly. 
They sell them Boeing planes, of course! 


Ethiopia has borrowed nearly $2.3 billion 
to buy U.S. products (and even more if the 
guarantee rate on any loans was lower). 
This amounts to approximately 5 percent 
of Ethiopia’s GDP in 2013. That’s an awful 
lot of money that the Ex-Im Bank felt com- 
fortable encouraging the Ethiopian govern- 
ment to spend, given its modest budget and 
the many needs of Ethiopian citizens.” 
The Ex-Im Bank claims it “does not 
compete with the private sector. Ex-Im 
Bank fills export financing gaps through 
its loan, guarantee, and insurance programs 
when the private sector is unable or unwill- 
ing to do so.” But the question remains: If 
the free enterprise markets are unwilling to 
back such risky projects, should a govern- 
ment-created corporation backed by tax- 


payer money do so for the private benefit 
of a handful of giant corporations? 

Tea Party congressmen have largely 
concluded that taxpayers should not 
be giving welfare handouts to some of 
America’s wealthiest corporations. Zack- 
ary Karabell of Slate penned an apolo- 
gia to the Ex-Im Bank July 11 which he 
gleaned largely from talking points on the 
Ex-Im Bank website and was a virtual cry 
for more crony capitalism. But he noted, 
“Helping big business used to be staunch- 
ly defended by Republicans in Washing- 
ton and opposed by liberal Democrats. 
In recent years, the Tea Party has mostly 
donned the mantle of populist opposi- 
tion to those cozy alliances.” Meanwhile, 
Democrats have fallen in line behind the 
Obama administration in support of Ex-Im 
Bank reauthorization. 

The 2014 elections and battle over the 
Ex-Im Bank have exposed the U.S. Cham- 
ber of Commerce as being far from a para- 
gon of free market advocacy, but it’s too 
early to tell whether the crony capitalists 
or the Tea Party will win this battle inside 
the Republican Party. 
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MOVIE AND BOOK REVIEW 


A Nod Toward Neocon History 


D’Souza’s movie/book America: Imagine a World Without Her takes a stab at both 
defending U.S. unilateralism around the world, as well as dissecting Progressive claims. 
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by Bob Adelmann 


Review: America: Imagine a World With- 
out Her (book and film) 


inesh D’Souza’s movie America: 
D Imagine the World Without Her, 

co-produced and directed by John 
Sullivan and Gerald Molen, is based on his 
book with the same title. Like his previ- 
ous offering, 20/6: Obama s America, the 
new book and film are filled with nuggets 
of pure gold. However, just like 2016, it 
takes some effort to separate the gold from 
the fool’s gold that often misleads and dis- 
tracts the reader and viewer. 

The book was released in early June, 
and its initial popularity was unintention- 
ally enhanced by Costco’s decision to pull 
the book from its stores, followed by an 
awkward reversal to restore it after public 
criticism. D’Souza’s first film was the sec- 
ond-highest grossing political documenta- 
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ry of all time, while his present effort, re- 
leased over Independence Day weekend, 
is already in seventh place and climbing. 
His first misleading bit begins with his 
title. At no time in either his book or his 
movie does he answer the question of how 
the world would look without America’s 
influence. His first chapter is inaccurately 
entitled as well: “Suicide of a Nation.” A 
suicide is self-inflicted, a deliberate, pur- 
poseful effort to end one’s life. This title as- 
sumes that the nation — that is, the Ameri- 
can people as a whole — are knowingly and 
deliberately immolating their own country. 


Attacks From Within 

Then D’Souza quickly demonstrates the 
ludicrousness of that notion by highlight- 
ing the people who have intentionally 
tried to deceive voters into weakening the 
country by supporting bad policies that 
hurt our culture and political makeup. 

As well, in the beginning of his book 
(and within minutes of the film’s open- 
ing), he sums up the Obama presidency 
as “Omnipotence at home; impotence 
abroad.” He adds that “Domestically, the 
Obama Democrats have been expanding 
the power of the state and reducing the 
scope of the private sector. Internationally, 
they have been reducing the footprint of 
America in the world.” 

He is undoubtedly correct about the 
first claim — with Obama’s executive or- 
ders, among numerous other things such 
as warrantless surveillance of Americans, 
reflecting an almost complete disregard 
of the Constitution and Americans’ rights. 
But with America being involved in arm- 
ing al-Qaeda members in Syria and Libya; 
with the CIA bombing Pakistan, Yemen, 
and Afghanistan; with the United States 
fighting al-Qaeda in Afghanistan; with 
U.S. encouragement of illegal immigrants 
to cross our borders; and more, the Obama 
administration is definitely having an in- 
fluence on the world — D’Souza may not 
like what Obama is doing, but Obama is 
having an effect in the international arena. 


D’Souza, having served for a period as 
the John M. Olin fellow at the neoconser- 
vative American Enterprise Institute, obvi- 
ously subscribes to the neocon worldview, 
which Jonathan Clarke, a senior fellow at 
the Carnegie Council for Ethics in Interna- 
tional Affairs, defined as reflecting a “low 
tolerance for diplomacy,” a “readiness to 
use military force,” and an “emphasis on 
US unilateral action” in pursuing Ameri- 
can goals worldwide. 

D’Souza’s emphasis on America’s al- 
leged “shrinking footprint” so obviously 
flies in the face of reality that it serves 
to warn the reader and viewer to watch 
carefully for other pieces of fool’s gold 
in his works. 

There are other difficulties that need to 
be exposed before this review can begin 
in earnest. Underlying D’Souza’s work is 
the assumption that Progressives want to 
punish America for its alleged theft: for 
its stealing of land from Mexico and Na- 
tive Americans, for its eternal meddling in 
the Middle East to secure its oil, for its 
co-opting of labor from slaves in the 19th 
century, and for its looting of resources 
from poor countries around the world. At 
no time does D’Souza acknowledge the 
real purpose behind efforts to bring down 
America’s standard of living: to comfort- 
ably submerge the United States into a new 
world order of global governance. There 
is no mention of the influence of global- 
ist foundations, such as Ford, Carnegie, 
or Rockefeller. The world-government- 
promoting Council on Foreign Relations 
garners not a single reference in either 
the book or the movie. Thus, the “punish- 
ment” meme is another distraction. 

D’Souza repeats the canards that the 
Civil War was fought primarily to end 
slavery, rather than stop secession, and that 
Obama absorbed most of his colonialist-op- 
pressive worldview from his father, when 
in fact it came from hard-core communist 
Frank Marshall Davis. D’Souza claims that 
America is the “first country in history to be 
based on invention and trade,” without any 
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The new book and film are filled with nuggets of pure 
gold. However, just like 20/6, it takes some effort to 
separate the gold from the fool's gold. 


explanation as to the vital and fundamental 
roles the rule of law, enforcement of con- 
tracts, private property, and, especially, of a 
limited government that allowed people to 
write their own ticket to their futures played 
in aiding invention and trade. 


Nuggets of Knowledge 

That being said, there is much useful infor- 
mation for those involved in the freedom 
fight, including responses to claims made 
by Progressives that America is guilty of 
massive theft and needs to be punished. 
Early on he makes clear his intentions and 
purposes: 


I intend to turn the progressive cri- 
tique on its head. [Progressives] are 
not on the side of the ordinary citizen, 
because their policies lead to stagna- 
tion, impoverishment, indebtedness, 
and decline — all in evidence today. 

It is progressives who rely on gov- 
ernment seizure and bureaucratic 
conquest to achieve their goals and 
increase their power... 

I intend to blow the whistle on these 
people, starting with Obama and con- 
tinuing with Hillary Clinton and the 
whole progressive menagerie. 


For instance, he rebuts the claims that 
America stole vast territory from Native 
Americans without remuneration or guilt: 
“The Indians have gotten a bad deal. At 
the same time, we should be clear about 
what the alternatives are.... You say, ‘Give 
us back the Black Hills,’ You point out 
that there is uranium and other minerals in 
those hills, and now that land is worth a for- 
tune. Once again, no Indian tribe knew how 
to mine uranium and no Indian tribe knew 
what to do with uranium if they had it.” 
Of course, the whites did not know 
either. But D’Souza’s point is that the 
value of the land when the Indians sold 
it is not the same as it is today because of 
the technological developments that en- 
sued. D’Souza continues: “Other Ameri- 
cans have added value to the Black Hills 
by figuring out how to tap its resources, 
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and now the Indians want the land back 
so they can take advantage of what others 
have figured out how to do.” 

He also dismisses claims that America 
stole Mexican territory: 


land ownership but in the fact that 
people who were once Mexicans now 
became Americans. 

While progressives deplore 
American aggression ... what we 
do know is that the vast majority 
of Mexicans who ended up on the 
American side of the border, fol- 
lowing the Mexican War, never at- 
tempted to return to Mexico. And 
neither have their descendants. 


After the [Mexican-American War 
ended in 1848], the United States 
immediately recognized as valid the 
property rights of Mexicans who 
were now part of U.S. territory. The 
change was not in any individual’s 
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His treatment of this issue on the big 
screen is even more convincing, showing 
that following the war the United States 
essentially owned all of Mexico, but gave 
half of it back. It also paid $15 million to 
the government of Mexico and assumed 
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some $3 million of debt that government 
owed to American citizens. So much for 
colonialism, according to D’Souza. 

As far as slavery is concerned, D’Souza 
was equally candid: 


Did America owe something to the 
slaves whose labor had been stolen? 
... That debt ... is best discharged 
through memory, because the slaves 
are dead and their descendants are 
better off as a consequence of their 
ancestors being hauled from Africa 
to America. 


He enlists the help of Muhammad Ali to 
make his point. As D’Souza noted in both 
his book and movie, following one of his 
most famous fights in the 1970s held in 
Zaire, Ali was asked, “Champ, what did 
you think of Africa?” Said Ali, “Thank 
God my granddaddy got on that boat!” 

D’Souza also makes a compelling point 
by bringing to light some history that Pro- 
gressives ignore: that there were black 
slave owners oppressing their slaves in 
addition to white owners. 

He successfully enlists the help in both 
his book and the film of Alexis de Toc- 
queville, who highlighted his astonish- 
ment as he observed the American ex- 
periment in person in the early 1800s. He 
noted that people considered themselves 
equal to everyone else, that it was a vol- 
untary society where people helped other 
people, and no one ran to the government 
for assistance. De Tocqueville considered 
the Christian religion as foundational to 
political freedom while noting that slavery 
degrades the work ethic: It makes slave 
owners lazy, as well as the slaves, as nei- 


ther has the incentive to engage in work. 

Another of D’Souza’s nuggets is his 
revelation that the first female million- 
aire in the United States was black: Sarah 
Breedlove, otherwise known as Madam 
C. J. Walker, the founder of Madam C. J. 
Walker Manufacturing Company, a maker 
of beauty and hair products for black 
women. In a lengthy clip, D’Souza had a 
black actress play the part of Breedlove 
in encouraging other black women to get 
involved in her company. It looked like 
something right out of an Amway recruit- 
ing presentation! Over and over again, 
Breedlove, born a slave but emancipated 
in 1865, reiterated the American promise: 
Given the opportunity, anyone in America 
can make their own future. 

D’Souza spent the balance of the 
100-minute long film exposing two of 
the prime movers behind the Progressive 
lies, Howard Zinn and Saul Alinsky. Zinn, 
a hard-core communist, authored A Peo- 
ples’ History of the United States, which 
has sold more than two million copies 
and is required reading at colleges across 
the country. Zinn elsewhere described his 
goal in writing it as “not a revolution in 
the classical sense of a seizure of power, 
but rather from people beginning to take 
power from within the institutions.” 

D’Souza outed Saul Alinsky in two 
riveting revelations. The first of these 
was Alinsky’s devotion to Lucifer as the 
first radical, dedicating his book Rules for 
Radicals to him: 


Lest we forget at least an over-the- 
shoulder acknowledgment to the very 
first radical: from all our legends, my- 
thology, and history (and who is to 


know where mythology leaves off and 
history begins — or which is which), 
the first radical known to man who 
rebelled against the establishment 
and did it so effectively that he at least 
won his own kingdom — Lucifer 


The second was D’Souza’s revelation that 
Alinsky was mentored in his youth by 
Frank Nitti, best known as Al Capone’s 
“enforcer” and later the front man for the 
Chicago Outfit following Capone’s incar- 
ceration. Alinsky learned firsthand from 
Nitti just how extortion worked thanks to 
Nitti’s vast experience in prostitution, gam- 
bling, control of labor unions, and black- 
mailing of the Hollywood film industry. 

D’Souza traced the links in his film 
from Zinn and Alinsky to Obama and Hil- 
lary Clinton. Unfortunately the flow charts 
briefly shown on the screen weren’t re- 
produced in his book, but his intention is 
clear: Obama is a disciple of Alinsky who 
was a disciple of Nitti, all of whom are 
disciples of the Great Deceiver himself. 

For those not involved in the freedom 
fight, the book and the movie on which it 
is based might be a bit much to digest in 
one sitting. Happily, evidence and proof 
is available not only in the copious notes 
provided by D’Souza for each chapter, 
but also from The John Birch Society 
(jbs.org). 

In this reviewer’s opinion, D’Souza has 
created a good work, despite its flaws, and 
will help those long involved in that fight 
with new insights, new revelations, and 
new responses to old tired charges that 
America was built on theft. One must be 
careful, however, to discern the nuggets 
from the fool’s gold. Hi 
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“Less government, more responsibility, and — with God's help — a better world.” 


What’s a Picture Worth? 
The online community has proven to be 
very kind to the Steffel family in Kalida, 
Ohio. Gifts are made with the hope that 
their generosity will help the Steffel fam- 
ily through these troubling times. 

The Steffels recently lost their infant 
daughter, who was born on May 30 with 
a type of liver tumor known as hepatic he- 
mangioma, a condition that is linked to high 
rates of heart failure and death in infants. 
She died on July 10, at just six weeks old. 

On July 13, Nathan Steffel posted a 
message on Reddit that tugged at the 
heartstrings of its users. “My daughter 
recently passed away after a long battle 
in the children’s hospital. She was in the 
hospital her whole life and we were never 
able to get a photo without all her tubes. 
Can someone remove the tubes?” 

The image his post references features 
his beautiful baby girl in the hospital con- 
nected to breathing tubes. The picture 
is their favorite since it’s one of the few 
in which the baby is awake and looking 
straight into the camera. 

Nathan, familiar with the Reddit com- 
munity, said he has seen instances of tal- 
ented Photoshop work and was hoping to 
have at least one good image of his baby. 

CNN.com reported, “So far, he’s re- 
ceived more than 100 photos, drawings 
and paintings.” 

Nathan states he continues to receive a 
variety of images, from all over the world. 
He observed, “I can’t even read what some 
of them say” because they are in other lan- 
guages. 

According to CNN, Nathan attempted 
to respond to each and every generous 
submission, but became overwhelmed by 
the sheer volume. 

The endeavor helped Nathan to get 
connected to another parent who shared a 
similar tragic experience. And the Steffels 
state that the widespread response they’ ve 
received from Reddit users has helped to 
take their mind off their immense sadness. 


Wheelchair Repair Team 


When Michael Sulsona’s wheelchair 
broke down in a Lowe’s in Staten Island, 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


New York, he had no idea that he would 
be given the undivided attention of a very 
generous staff. 

Sulsona, a 62-year-old Vietnam veteran 
who lost his legs in 1971 after stepping 
on a land mine, was shopping at a Lowe’s 
when a bolt in his wheelchair snapped. 

Three employees volunteered to repair 
the broken wheelchair. They placed him in 
another chair and made him comfortable 
while they took 45 minutes to fix the chair. 
In fact, the workers stayed well past clos- 
ing time to repair the chair. They told Sul- 
sona, “You’re not leaving till its like new 
again.” When they were finished, they did 
not charge him anything. 

Sulsona recalled, “I thank the guys 
and they look at me and say, ‘It was our 
honor.’” Sulsona was so touched by the 
men’s actions that he sent a letter to the 
Staten Island Advance thanking the em- 
ployees publicly. 

Sulsona reportedly had been waiting on 
anew wheelchair from the Department of 
Veterans Affairs for two years before the 
incident at Lowe’s. When the story went 
viral, the VA must have been embarrassed 
into finally taking action. The VA deliv- 
ered a new wheelchair. 

Sulsona blames the “red tape” at the VA 
for his long wait, but wanted to make sure 
that this story of generosity did not become a 
focus on the ineptitude of the VA, but about 
the workers who helped him. “This isn’t 
about bashing the VA,” he told TODAY. 
com. “They’re full of wonderful people but 
are overloaded because we fought too many 
wars and can’t afford to take care of all the 
guys when they come back.” 

He added, “This is about these three 
guys who helped me — David, Marcus 
and Souleyman, and Sal, who called 
them over,” he said. “The lesson is if 
someone’s in trouble, you help them. As 
a society, we’ve gone so far from that that 
it’s become newsworthy when someone 
is nice.” 


$144K for 40 


Bruce Kroll, owner of two Culver’s restau- 
rants, not only showed astounding kindness 
to his employees when a restaurant was 
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destroyed by fire on November 16, but en- 
couraged his employees to pay it forward, 
which they did in extraordinary ways. 

When the Platteville, Wisconsin, restau- 
rant was destroyed, 40 employees believed 
they were out of a job. But Kroll made the 
very generous decision to continue paying 
his 40 employees for six months while the 
restaurant was being rebuilt. “To me not 
only was it the right thing to do, it made 
business sense to do it,” Kroll said. Kroll 
was able to pay his employees with the 
profits he earned from another Culver’s he 
owns in Dubuque, Iowa. 

According to Channel3000.com, Kroll’s 
insurance paid the employee payroll for 
60 days, but Kroll paid the remaining four 
months of paychecks, amounting to al- 
most $144,000 out of his pocket. 

He stated that it was worth it if it means 
keeping his employees in the Culver’s fam- 
ily. “It is just a building and Culver’s of 
Platteville is much more than that. It is the 
people and not the building and we didn’t 
lose the people and so why should we allow 
the fire to cause that to happen?” Kroll said. 

Naturally, the employees were astound- 
ed by the immense kindness. 

“He actually paid us out of his own 
pocket until the store was rebuilt. That’s 
why I love working here. I’m probably 
going to be here another five years just 
because of the owner,” said Cole Cooper, 
an employee at the restaurant. 

Kroll simply made one request of his 
employees, to use their time off to volun- 
teer and help their community. 

Channel3000.com reported, “Some 
team members served Christmas dinner at 
an area church for 150 people while others 
volunteered at Badger Camp.” 

Cooper said that many of the employ- 
ees elected to use their time to give back 
to those who tried to save the restaurant 
from the fire. “We actually set up a fund- 
raiser in honor of the local Platteville fire 
department. We fundraised over $2,000 
and 100 percent of the donations were 
actually given to the fire department,” 
Cooper said. 

On June 16, Culver’s restaurant in 
Platteville was reopened. Mf 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 


33 


HISTORY. 


Prelude to the Guns of August 


Conventional wisdom says that WWI was caused by the assassination of Archduke Franz 
Ferdinand, but that was merely a handy event used by leaders to push their agendas. 


AP Images 


Countdown to war: With various European nationalities vying for their own independent countries, 


aoe 


and with established countries both arming themselves and making pledges of aid in case an ally was 
attacked, WWI was a/most inevitable. The assassination of the archduke provided only a pretext. 


by Brian Farmer 


The great rule of conduct for us in regard 
to foreign nations is in extending our 
commercial relations, to have with them 
as little political connection as possible. 
So far as we have already formed engage- 
ments, let them be fulfilled with perfect 
good faith. Here let us stop. Europe has a 
set of primary interests which to us have 
none; or a very remote relation. Hence she 
must be engaged in frequent controversies, 
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the causes of which are essentially foreign 
to our concerns. Hence, therefore, it must 
be unwise in us to implicate ourselves by 
artificial ties in the ordinary vicissitudes 
of her politics, or the ordinary combina- 
tions and collisions of her friendships or 
enmities.... 

It is our true policy to steer clear of 
permanent alliances with any portion of 
the foreign world. 

— from George Washington’s Farewell 
Address 


Great War (better known now as the 

First World War or World War I) broke 
out during the summer of 1914. The con- 
ventional wisdom generally leads us to 
believe that the war was caused by the as- 
sassination of Archduke Franz Ferdinand, 
heir to the throne of the Austro-Hungar- 
ian Empire, by a Serbian nationalist in 
Sarajevo, the capital of Bosnia, on June 
28, 1914. In reality, the shooting began 
a chain of events that led to war, but it 
did not cause the war or make war inevi- 
table. The war could have been avoided if 
Austria-Hungary, Germany, and the other 
major European powers did not want to 
fight. They did not declare war on each 
other until the beginning of August, a 
full five weeks after the assassination. 
The logical question is: What happened 
that caused such a calamitous conflict to 
break out? Let us put conventional wis- 
dom aside and take a closer look. 


I t has been a hundred years since The 


Napoleon's Nationalism 

The fundamental causes of the First World 
War were grounded in the European his- 
tory of the preceding century, particularly 
in the political and economic policies of 
the major European nations after 1871, 
the year in which Germany emerged as a 
world power. Those policies, in turn, were 
driven by a spirit of intense nationalism 
that prevailed in Europe throughout the 
19th and early 20th centuries. That nation- 
alism had sprung up because the French 
Revolution and the Napoleonic era had 
spread the idea of political democracy 
throughout most of Europe, and along 
with that went the notion that people of 
similar ethnicity who shared the same lan- 
guage and political ideals had the right to 
form their own nation. However, when the 
Congress of Vienna convened to settle the 
affairs of Europe at the end of the Napole- 
onic Wars in 1815, the principle of national 
independence was largely ignored by the 
tuling dynasties that dominated the Con- 
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gress. A number of populations that want- 
ed an independent nationality of their own 
were put under the control of local rulers 
or other nations. For example, the German 
people were left divided into numerous 
duchies, principalities, and kingdoms, and 
Belgians were placed under Dutch rule by 
the Congress of Vienna. Eventually, revo- 
lutions and strong nationalist movements 
succeeded in overturning the anti-nation- 
alistic work of the Congress. Belgium won 
its independence from the Netherlands in 
1831, and the unification of Germany was 
achieved in 1871. 

At the close of the 19th century, how- 
ever, there were a number of areas in 
Europe where the problem of national- 
ism remained unresolved, resulting in 
tensions within those regions and also 
between various European nations. One 
such region was Alsace-Lorraine, locat- 
ed between France and Germany, which 
had been under French rule since the end 
of the 17th century. After defeating the 
French in the Franco-German War of 
1870-71, Germany annexed the prov- 
inces of Alsace and Lorraine. France, 
bitter over the loss of those provinces, 
nursed the desire to regain them, even 
if it meant fighting another war. A sec- 
ond European area of contention was the 
Trentino, in the Tyrol region between 
Austria-Hungary and Italy, and a third 
was Trieste, a port city at the head of the 
Adriatic Sea. The populations of both 
areas were largely Italian, but both re- 
mained under Austro-Hungarian control 
after the Kingdom of Italy was formed. 
The desire of Italy to gain possession of 
those areas was a constant source of fric- 
tion between Austria-Hungary and Italy. 
A fourth area in which the problem of 
national self-determination caused con- 
flict was the Austro-Hungarian Empire 
itself, and a fifth was the Balkan region. 
Austria-Hungary was made up of a mix- 
ture of peoples, such as Poles, Czechs, 
Hungarians, Italians, and Slavs, who 
strove to achieve national autonomy. 

The government of Austria-Hungary 
was able to quickly neutralize any re- 
volts that occurred, but its control over 
the various nationalistic populations 
within its borders remained tenuous. 
The tension between the Austro-Hun- 
garian government and the Slavic peo- 
ples within the empire was kept alive 
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by successful revolts against Turkish 
authority in the Balkan region. Those re- 
volts resulted in the establishment of the 
kingdoms of Greece in 1829, and Roma- 
nia, Serbia, Montenegro, and Bulgaria in 
1878 (all but Greece and Romania being 
Slav kingdoms). 

A strong, nationalistic Slav movement, 
known as Panslavism, which promoted 
the cultural and political union of all 
Slavic peoples, grew up in the Slav na- 
tions of the Balkans, especially in Serbia 
and Montenegro, as w ell as in the lead- 
ing European Slav power, Russia. The 
program of Panslavism was vague, but 
its spirit of pride in Slavic cultural and 
military achievements, and the hope that 
it held out for a future union of all Eu- 
ropean Slavs, inspired constant agitation 
for national autonomy among the Slavs 
within the Austro-Hungarian Empire. The 
aspirations of the Slavs living in the Bal- 
kans and within the borders of Austria- 
Hungary were strongly supported by Rus- 
sia, not only because of common ethnicity, 
but also because any force that might 
serve to weaken Austria-Hungary would 
aid Russia in achieving its ambitions. In 
particular, Russia wanted to gain control 
of the Dardanelles and Black Sea ports, in 
order to facilitate trade with the countries 
bordering on the Mediterranean Sea. On 
the other hand, Germany supported the 
policies of the Austro-Hungarian Empire, 
not only because Germany was ethnically 


linked with the Austrians, but also because 
Austro-Hungarian domination in the east- 
ern part of Europe would aid German am- 
bitions. In particular, Germany wanted to 
establish an economic sphere of influence 
extending from the Balkans through Tur- 
key to the Persian Gulf, a plan that became 
known as the Drang nach Osten, or “drive 
toward the East.” 


Colony Clashes 


The spirit of nationalism in Europe also 
manifested itself in heightened economic 
competition. The Industrial Revolution, 
which began in Great Britain before 1800, 
in France around 1830, and in Germany 
about 1870, caused a great increase in the 
manufacturing capability of each coun- 
try and the resulting need to find foreign 
markets to absorb the surplus of goods that 
could not be consumed domestically. Also, 
there was a need to find places to invest 
surplus capital that could be used to devel- 
op the natural resources that would serve 
to provide the raw materials needed for the 
manufacturing industries. This led Great 
Britain, France, and Germany to develop 
an imperialistic policy, based on economic 
needs, which essentially boiled down to 
the acquisition of colonies for economic 
exploitation. The primary target area for 
their policies of economic expansion was 
Africa, where their colonial interests fre- 
quently clashed. 

Economic tension also existed in Eu- 


History isn’t dead: |n the aftermath of the Napoleonic Wars, Europe was divided without regard to 
ethnic groupings, leaving many Europeans angry. This led to WWI. After WWI and WWII, much of 
Europe and Asia was again divided without regard to ethnicities, causing world strife since then. 
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After defeating the French in the 
Franco-German War of 1870-71, 


Germany annexed the provinces of 


Alsace and Lorraine. France, bitter over 
the loss of those provinces, nursed the 
desire to regain them, even if it meant 


fighting another war. 


rope between Germany and Russia, each 
of which raised tariff barriers against the 
commodities of the other while at the same 
time insisting that it be able to more easily 
sell its commodities in the other country. 
In 1904, the two nations signed a 10-year 
treaty whereby each agreed to make certain 
reductions in its tariff duties. But in 1914, 
as the time drew near for the renewal or 
modification of the treaty, Germany feared 
that the recently increased size of the Rus- 
sian army would encourage Russia to push 
for changes that Germany was not willing 
to accept. In addition, economic tensions 
arose due to Germany’s desire to have a 
seaport closer to the Atlantic Ocean, such 
as Ostend in Belgium. Similarly, Serbia 
desired a port on the Adriatic Sea in an 
area controlled by the Austro-Hungarian 
Empire, and Austria-Hungary wanted to 
annex the Aegean port of Salonika, which 
was located in Greek territory. 

The aforementioned political, social, and 
economic tensions led the nations of Europe 
to adopt domestic and foreign policies that 
steadily increased the risk of war. Between 
1871 and 1914 the major European nations 
became motivated by the conviction that 
their national interests were being threat- 
ened. As a result, they began to maintain 
large standing armies and to increase the 
size of their navies. In particular, Germany, 
which attributed British economic strength 
to the superiority of the British navy over 
all other navies, set out to create a navy that 
would rival that of Great Britain. Eventu- 
ally, political leaders everywhere began to 
realize that the ever-growing expenditures 
on armaments would ultimately lead to 
either national bankruptcy or to war. This 
led to several efforts to work toward world- 
wide disarmament, most notably at the 
Hague Conferences of 1899 and 1907. But 
international rivalry was too far advanced 
to make possible any progress toward dis- 
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armament at those conferences. 
Each nation considered it a mat- 
ter of common sense to arm itself 
while its neighbors were armed 
and threatening, and each nation 
hoped the fact that all were pre- 
pared for war would prevent any 
of them from actually resorting 
to war. 


Balance of Power 

This balance-of-power system 
had been successful in keeping the peace 
in Europe for many decades and reflected 
a pattern of international behavior where- 
by no one nation was allowed to gain a 
dominant position over the others. Great 
Britain, in particular, pursued a policy of 
maintaining a “just equilibrium” among 
the continental powers of Europe. While 
Great Britain remained relatively aloof and 
uncommitted, it was also vigilant against 
any threat to the balance of power on the 
continent, and was able to bring pressure 
to bear when needed, as long as the Royal 
Navy ruled the seas. But a serious threat 
to this British-dominated balance-of- 
power system began to come about with 
new advances in science and the expan- 
sion of industry, which promoted the de- 
velopment and production of all types of 
weapons and military equipment, together 
with rapid means of communication and 
transportation, such as the telegraph, the 
railway, and the steamship. As a result, 


military strategies and tactics could be de- 
veloped without having to worry so much 
about the uncertainties relating to unfavor- 
able weather, bad roads, and the lengthy 
time periods between the obtaining of 
valuable military intelligence and the tak- 
ing of appropriate offensive or defensive 
maneuvers. Military planners could now 
count on greatly increased firepower and 
the rapid concentration of forces to over- 
whelm any resistance. The British were 
not to realize until too late how much their 
Pax Britannica, so to speak, had been un- 
dermined. 

A major lesson had been learned by the 
nations of Europe as a result of the Franco- 
German War of 1870-71, namely, that no 
nation could feel secure if it did not train all 
of its young men for war, establish a system 
of manpower reserves, and create a gen- 
eral staff to prepare mobilization and war 
plans. Consequently, by 1890, the major 
European powers had armies maintained 
through conscription, beginning at the age 
of 19 or 20. The average requirement was 
three years of active duty, followed by up to 
15 years in the reserves, during which there 
was periodic refresher training. Mobiliza- 
tion could triple or quadruple the manpow- 
er strength of the peacetime army within 
48 hours in Germany or France, which 
had the most efficient communication and 
transportation systems. Russia, with its vast 
distances and scanty railway network, had 
the least efficient system. 


ad 


A fleeting ally: A little more than a diecacie before Wwi, Great Britain was actually trying to draft 
a treaty with Germany to come to its aid if war broke out, but because Germany had the audacity 
to create a navy comparable to Britain’s, called the High Seas Fleet, Britain sided with France. 
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Upon reporting to their mobilization 
centers, the reservists found weapons, uni- 
forms, and equipment ready for their use 
and quickly joined their units. Then the war 
plan created by the general staff went into 
effect, which provided for the rapid move- 
ment of troops by rail to the assembly areas 
of the larger military groups, such as di- 
visions and army corps. These areas were 
located so as to facilitate entry into action 
against the enemy at the earliest possible 
moment. A nation that could launch a full- 
scale offensive before its opponent could 
fully deploy its forces would gain a tre- 
mendous advantage. Hence, once any na- 
tion put the mobilization process into mo- 
tion, no targeted adversary could afford to 
take even one day’s delay in doing likewise 
without risking almost certain defeat. In 
other words, as soon as the order to mobi- 
lize was given, there was no turning back. 

For purposes of self-defense, the Euro- 
pean nations not only armed themselves 
but also sought out alliances with other 
powers so that they would not find them- 
selves standing alone if war did break out. 
The result was the development of a situa- 
tion that greatly increased the chances that 
war would, indeed, break out, namely, the 
grouping of the major European powers 
into two hostile military alliances. The first, 
which became known as the Triple Alliance, 
was put together by Prince Otto von Bis- 
marck, chancellor of the German Empire. 
In order to prevent a possible resurgence of 
French power after France’s defeat in the 
Franco-German War, he forged an agree- 
ment with Austria-Hungary in 1879 for mu- 
tual support in the event of war. Italy was 
also unfriendly toward France over a dis- 
pute in Tunisia during 1881 and, therefore, 
joined with Germany and Austria-Hungary 
to form the Triple Alliance in 1882. 

To offset the Triple Alliance, France and 
Russia formed the Dual Alliance in 1891. 
Great Britain, due to rivalry with France in 
Africa, and due to rivalry with Russia in 
Asia, tried to come to an agreement with 
Germany between 1900 and 1902. The 
failure to do so, combined with Germany’s 
plan for the creation of a navy that would be 
large enough to compete with that of Great 
Britain, convinced the British of Germany’s 
hostility and led Great Britain to seek an 
understanding with France. Since France 
needed a friendly Great Britain to advance 
its plan to establish French authority over 
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Competition for raw materials: With ffe advent of the industrial revolution, European powers 
began to step up colonization efforts to gain raw materials. This caused additional friction 


between them, increasing the likelihood of war. 


Morocco, it concluded an agreement with 
Great Britain in 1904 whereby the British 
promised not to interfere with the French 
in Morocco, and the French promised not 
to interfere with the British in Egypt. Al- 
though no formal treaty bound Great Brit- 
ain to the members of the Dual Alliance, 
Great Britain, France, and Russia gener- 
ally acted as a group in diplomatic affairs, 
standing together in what became known 
as the Triple Entente, as a counterbalance 
to the Triple Alliance. With regard to their 
rivalry in Persia (now Iran), Tibet, and Af- 
ghanistan, Great Britain and Russia came to 
an understanding in 1907, which increased 
the cohesion of the Triple Entente. 

With Europe divided into two hostile 
camps, every disturbance of the political 
or military situation in Europe, Africa, and 
Asia brought on a crisis. Between 1905 
and 1914, several international crises and 
two local wars took place, all of which 
threatened to bring about a general Eu- 
ropean war. The first crisis occurred over 
Morocco, where Germany intervened to 
support Moroccan independence against 
French political and economic pressure 
during 1905-06. France threatened war 
against Germany, but the crisis was final- 
ly settled by an international conference 
at Algeciras, Spain, in 1906. The second 
crisis took place in the Balkans over the 
annexation of Bosnia and Herzegovina by 
Austria-Hungary in 1908. Since one form 


of Panslavism was a Greater Serbia move- 
ment in Serbia, which had the objective of 
acquiring the southern part of Bosnia, the 
Serbs threatened war against the Austro- 
Hungarian Empire. War was avoided only 
because Serbia could not fight without 
Russian support, and Russia was unpre- 
pared for war at that time. A third crisis 
occurred in 1911, again in Morocco, when 
Germany sent a warship to Agadir in pro- 
test against French efforts to gain domi- 
nation over Morocco. After threats of war 
on both sides, the crisis was defused by a 
conference in Agadir. 

Seeing that the major powers were pre- 
occupied with the Moroccan crisis, Italy, 
desiring to annex the Turkish provinces of 
Tripolitania and Cyrenaica in North Africa, 
declared war on Turkey. Since Germany 
was interested in cultivating a friendship 
with Turkey, in pursuit of its Drang nach 
Osten (drive toward the East) policy, Italy’s 
war against Turkey had the effect of weak- 
ening the Triple Alliance and encouraging 
the Alliance’s adversaries. On top of that, 
the two Balkan Wars of 1912 and 1913 re- 
sulted in an increased desire on the part of 
Serbia to annex the parts of Austria-Hun- 
gary that were inhabited by fellow Slavs, 
which served to strengthen Austro-Hungar- 
ian suspicion of Serbia. Meanwhile, Bul- 
garia and Turkey, which had been defeated 
in the two Balkan Wars, were left with a 
desire for revenge. As a result of Turkey 
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Mechanization and logistics: Prior to the onset of WWI, the rapid advances in iransportation, such 
as trains and trucks, and communications meant that countries had to mobilize troops quickly or 
risk being overrun. Such advances in preparedness didn’t leave much time for diplomacy. 


being deprived of its European territory 
by the First Balkan War, Germany decided 
to increase the size of its army. France re- 
sponded by lengthening its peacetime mili- 
tary service from two years to three years, 
and the other nations of Europe continued 
to spend huge sums for military prepared- 
ness. With all of Europe armed to the teeth 
and torn by national rivalries, the assas- 
sination of the Austrian archduke on June 
28, 1914 would turn out to be like a match 
thrown into a tinderbox. 


After the Assassination 

The assassination immediately brought to a 
head the already strained relations between 
Serbia and the Austro-Hungarian Empire. 
The latter took the view that the assassi- 
nation was the work of the Greater Serbia 
movement and that, unless the movement 
were suppressed by a military excursion by 
Austria-Hungary into Serbia, it would be- 
come powerful enough to cause major dis- 
ruption within the Austro-Hungarian Em- 


Once any nation put the mobilization 
process into motion, no targeted adversary 
could afford to take even one day's delay 

in doing likewise without risking almost 


certain defeat. 
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pire. On July 23, Austria-Hungary sent to 
Serbia an ultimatum containing 10 specific 
demands, most of which had to do with the 
suppression of anti-Austrian propaganda 
within Serbia. Some of the demands called 
for the participation of Austro-Hungarian 
officials in the undertaking of investiga- 
tions on Serbian soil and, therefore, were 
almost certain to guarantee rejection by 
Serbia. With the urging of both Great Brit- 
ain and Russia, Serbia accepted all but two 
of the demands by the 48-hour deadline 
on July 25, but Austria-Hungary declared 
the Serbian response to be unsatisfactory. 
The Russians then attempted to persuade 
Austria-Hungary to modify the terms of the 
ultimatum, stating that, if Austria-Hungary 
marched into Serbia, Russia would mobi- 
lize against Austria-Hungary. 

On July 26, the British foreign min- 
ister, Sir Edward Grey, submitted a pro- 
posal that a conference of Great Britain, 
France, Germany, and Italy should settle 
the dispute, but it was rejected by Ger- 
many. The Austro-Hungar- 
ian Empire then declared 
war against Serbia on July 
28, apparently under the 
impression that Russia 
would not actually inter- 
vene to defend Serbia. In 
any case, Austria-Hungary 
was evidently prepared to 


risk a general European war in order to 
put an end to the Greater Serbia move- 
ment. But Russia responded by partially 
mobilizing against Austria-Hungary, 
which induced Germany to respond by 
warning Russia that continued mobiliza- 
tion against its ally would lead to war 
with Germany. Germany urged Austria- 
Hungary to enter into discussions with 
Russia to try and defuse the situation but 
also demanded of Russia that it immedi- 
ately demobilize. Russia refused to do 
so, and on August | Germany declared 
war on Russia. The French began to mo- 
bilize on the same day. 

On August 2, German troops entered 
Luxembourg, and Germany informed 
Belgium of its intention to enter Belgian 
territory, allegedly in order to prevent an 
attack upon Germany by French troops 
that would soon be marching through 
Belgium. The Belgians refused to allow 
German troops to enter their country and 
called upon the nations who had signed 
the Treaty of 1839 (which guaranteed the 
neutrality of Belgium in the event of a 
conflict in which Great Britain, France, 
and Germany were involved) to defend 
Belgian neutrality. On August 3, Germa- 
ny declared war on France, and on August 
4 German troops marched into Belgium, 
thereby circumventing France’s well-for- 
tified frontier with Germany to the south. 
Great Britain, one of the signatories to the 
Treaty of 1839, sent an ultimatum to Ger- 
many demanding that Belgium’s neutrality 
be respected and that German troops im- 
mediately withdraw. When the ultimatum 
expired at midnight without a reply, Great 
Britain declared war against Germany. 

After a century of relative peace, a 
general war, not just a local war, had 
once again broken out in Europe. In the 
end, the conflict would grow into a global 
conflagration involving 32 nations. The 
principal cause was ultimately the decay 
of responsible political leadership in Ger- 
many, Russia, and Austria-Hungary at a 
time when technological developments 
and industrial growth had provided the 
major European powers with military 
forces far exceeding in size and might 
anything that had ever existed before. 
On top of that, the “artificial ties” and 
“permanent alliances” that George Wash- 
ington had warned his fellow Americans 
about ended up pulling the major Europe- 
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Eager to get it over with: Here the 98th Austro-Hungarian Infantry Regiment is on parade before 


heading for the front at the beginning of WWI. It seems that few people at the time expected the 
war to become a protracted bitter slog that would claim millions of lives. 
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an powers into a war that was ultimately 
against their best interests. 

The peace of Europe had been preserved 
for a century by a system of collective se- 
curity based on a balance of power, but as 
with the links of a chain, this system was 
no stronger than the national governments 
of which it was composed. Its survival re- 
quired, in each nation’s capital, a responsible 
political authority that was capable of reason 
and restraint, and that could control its mili- 
tary forces. Unfortunately, too few European 
nations had developed political institutions 
that were capable of exercising such author- 
ity on a constitutional basis. Military objec- 
tives, defined by military leaders who had 
no political training, determined what the 
national objectives would be. Hence, it was 
virtually inevitable that military goals would 
come to dominate the issues of war and 
peace. Under such conditions, what is sur- 
prising is not that war broke out in 1914, but 
that its outbreak was delayed for so long. m 


THE NEW AMERICAN will be featuring additional ar- 
ticles on the causes, effects, and legacy of World 
War I during the 100th-anniversary period. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Shot With His Own Rifle 


The Advocate out of New Iberia, Loui- 
siana, reported on June 20 that a victim 
of a home invasion shot an intruder with 
the intruder’s gun. The suspect, 25-year- 
old Darteze Jack, allegedly entered the 
house, along with two accomplices, 
armed with a rifle. Three adults and two 
children were inside the house when the 
intruders entered. 

Lieutenant Richard Fleming of the Ibe- 
ria Parish Sheriff’s Department said one 
of the male occupants of the house strug- 
gled with Jack and was able to wrestle the 
rifle away from him, and then shot him 
with it. The injured suspect was found 
at the scene and taken for treatment at a 
nearby hospital. 

Jack was the only one of the three sus- 
pects who was caught at the scene, but 
patrol deputies arrested another man, 
19-year-old Devon Moore, later that night 
when police stopped a vehicle matching 
the description of the one used in the home 
invasion. Police are still searching for the 
third suspect, and expect to find him soon. 


Attacked by 
Daughter’s Ex-boyfriend 


The Los Angeles Times reported on an un- 
usual story out of Chino Hills, California, 
on June 25. A man in California shot an in- 
truder who turned out to be his daughter’s 
ex-boyfriend. Police are still investigating, 
but they believe the intruder was attempt- 
ing to kill his ex-girlfriend’s father. 

At 2:24 a.m., 18-year-old Raiveon 
Wooden broke into the man’s house and 
hid in his garage. The father heard noises 
coming from the garage, armed himself 
with a handgun, and went to investigate. 
As soon as the homeowner entered the 
garage, Wooden attacked him, stabbing 
him multiple times. The father was able 
to fire his gun at Wooden, striking him 
more than once. Deputies from the Chino 
Hills Police Department were called to the 
home in the Oak Ridge gated community 
after receiving a report of a stabbing and 
shooting. Authorities discovered both men 
badly injured when they arrived on the 
scene, and both men were taken to a hospi- 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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tal with non-life-threatening injuries. The 
San Bernardino County Sheriff’s Depart- 
ment investigators do not anticipate any 
charges to be filed against the homeown- 
er, who they said acted in self-defense. 
Wooden is being held on $1 million bail 
and is expected to face attempted murder 
and burglary charges once he is released 
from the hospital. 


No Regrets 


KY3 News out of Springfield, Missouri, 
reported on July 6 about a couple who 
survived a violent home invasion attempt. 
Multiple suspects broke into the home of 
Rick Rogers early on Saturday morning, 
July 5. Rogers was home with his girl- 
friend, Chelsea St. John, and his daugh- 
ter-in-law at the time of the break-in. Po- 
lice reported that at least four intruders 
barged into the house, all of them armed. 
St. John said that as soon as Rogers knew 
there were intruders in the house, he ran 
upstairs to retrieve his handgun. St. John 
tried to follow after Rogers, but one of 
the intruders grabbed her by her hair and 
pulled her back. St. John recalled hearing 
the intruder say to her, “Get on the floor, 
you know I will kill you!” 

St. John got down on the floor as the 
man ran upstairs after Rogers, but Rogers 
met the intruder at the top of the stairs 
and fired his handgun at him. The shot 
proved fatal to the suspect, who was later 
identified as 40-year-old Kenneth Fry. 
The other intruders fled out the back door 
at the sound of gunshots. The investiga- 
tion is ongoing, but police believe they 
will apprehend all the other suspects. 
Rogers was not pleased with having to 
take a life, but said he did what he had to 
do. “No regrets.... I would do it again... 
If they do it again, I would do it again. 
You got to protect your family,” Rogers 
told KY3 News. 


Shotgun Thief Gets Shot 


WIBW News out of San Antonio reported 
on July 16 that a 79-year-old man caught 
a suspect who had burglarized him a few 
days earlier when the criminal returned 
to the scene of the crime. Felipe Salazar 


had been the target of four recent burglar- 
ies, including one where a burglar made 
off with two of his shotguns. Fortunately, 
Salazar still had his pistol. 

Salazar told the news that he spotted 
the intruder in his bedroom in the middle 
of the night and took immediate action. “I 
didn’t want to kill the guy, so I took a shot 
to his body,” Salazar said. “I hit him two 
times.” The injured intruder turned and 
tried to flee the scene, but stumbled in the 
driveway and fell. Salazar kept his gun 
trained on the man and told him to remain 
where he was until the police arrived. 

The wounded suspect pleaded with 
Salazar to let him go and even offered to 
return the shotguns that were previously 
stolen. Salazar said the suspect told him 
about an accomplice and said, “He got 
your shotguns if you want them back.” 
Salazar declined the offer to go get the 
shotguns because he “didn’t want to take 
a chance leaving him — he might get 
up and go.” Police expect to charge the 
suspect with burglary once he is released 
from the hospital. 


Nude, Armed 
Homeowner Stops Burglar 


The Atlanta Journal Constitution reported 
on July 11 that a man who likes to sleep 
in the nude was fast asleep with his wife 
when he saw what looked like light from 
a flashlight moving around outside his 
bedroom door. The man verified that his 
wife was still in bed and then grabbed a 
handgun he kept in his nightstand and ran 
to confront the intruder. The homeowner, 
who asked that his name be withheld for 
safety reasons, told the Atlanta Journal 
Constitution, “I have a tattoo of the grim 
reaper, my hair is sticking up all crazy and 
I’m naked.... I’m not sure if (the burglar) 
was more afraid of me or the gun.” The 
man said the intruder was shocked and 
apologized and ran away. The intruder 
jumped out of a first-floor window that he 
had used to gain entry to the house. “He 
probably went out that window head first,” 
the man said. “It’s all pretty absurd.” Po- 
lice are still looking for a suspect. Hi 

— PATRICK KREY 
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We’re From the Fed and 


We’re Here to Help You 


Item: The BBC in the U.K. reported on 
July 9, “The Federal Reserve will end 
its stimulus programme in October if US 
economic growth continues at its current 
pace, according to minutes from its June 
meeting. The Fed has been buying bonds 
to lower long-term interest rates and 
boost growth since September 2012. An 
end to stimulus efforts indicates the Fed 
believes the US economy can continue to 
grow without its support.” 

Item: The New York Times for July 15 
reported: “Janet L. Yellen, the Federal 
Reserve chairwoman, told Congress on 
Tuesday that the financial markets re- 
mained in reasonable health despite 
signs of bubbles in some areas.... In her 
testimony, Ms. Yellen — reinforced by a 
separate report from the Fed — said that 
valuations of assets including junk bonds 
and shares in smaller tech companies ap- 
peared ‘stretched, ’but that the Fed did not 
plan to curtail its economic stimulus cam- 
paign in response.” 

The Fed’s Yellen, continued the Times, 

“in playing down concerns about finan- 
cial stability, said the economic recovery 
remained incomplete and the Fed’s help 
was necessary.” 
ITEM: The Associated Press reported on 
July 10, “Federal Reserves new No. 2 
official says regulators must continue to 
work to end the need for the government 
to bail out big banks in a crisis. Stricter 
capital requirements, rather than breaking 
up the biggest banks, is the better remedy, 
he says.” 

The AP went on to say that Stanley 
Fischer, “who became vice chairman of 
the Fed last month, made the remarks 
Thursday [in Washington] in his first 
speech since joining the central bank. 
He appeared to align himself with recent 
comments by Fed Chair Janet Yellen that 
signaled a key focus on bank regulation 
for the Fed under her tenure, to prevent 
the kind of risk-taking that triggered the 
2008 financial crisis and nearly toppled 
the global banking system. Fischer, a for- 
mer official of the International Monetary 
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Keep on keeping on: Though our economy continues to merely muddle forward, with most jobs 
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that are created being part-time or retail-type jobs, not full-time professional jobs, new Federal 
Reserve Chair Janet Yellen plans to continue the monetary strategies of her predecessor. 


Fund and a head of the Bank of Israel, 
said regulators “need to be vigilant” in 
trying to prevent the next crisis — “and 
there will [be] one.” 

CORRECTION: Well, aren’t we in great 
hands? The Federal Reserve, supposed- 
ly created to stop bank runs, is going to 
continue to help us. Or so goes one claim 
made by the head of the Fed. Alternatively, 
as was widely reported, the Fed will stop 
“stimulating” the economy within months. 

In the interim, as the second-in- 
command of the Fed alleges, the nation 
is going to have to do more so the big 
banks won’t have to be bailed out again 
during the next crisis, which will occur 
regardless. 

Isn’t that reassuring? These are the clev- 
er economic geniuses who will figure out 
tomorrow why the things they predicted 
yesterday didn’t happen today. But we are 
supposed to trust their judgment as they 
pump money into the economy in the form 
of mortgage securities and Treasury bonds 
to keep interest rates down. 

The idea that a small group of unelect- 
ed wizards can pretend to know, much 
less set, the proper rate of interest for the 
economy of the United States is beyond 
hubris. Rather, what we have found out is 
that the Fed is efficient in a very different 
fashion — particularly in promoting mal- 


investment when the market can’t correct 
for artificially low interest rates caused by 
Fed manipulations. This results in eco- 
nomic bubbles. 

When they burst, it gets exceedingly 
ugly, as was seen in the housing bubble a 
few years back. In that case, the govern- 
ment had pushed lenders to grant mort- 
gages to buyers with shaky resources. 
Unsurprisingly, waves of defaults ensued. 

In actuality, today’s Fed isn’t going to 
quit the stimulus game. Claims to the con- 
trary are “utterly wrong,” as was noted not 
long ago by Donald Marron for Forbes. 
com. Instead, as he writes, what the Fed- 
eral Reserve 


is about to do is stop increasing the 
amount of stimulus it provides. [Em- 
phasis in original.] For the math- 
ematically inclined, it’s the first 
derivative of stimulus that is going 
to zero, not stimulus itself. For the 
analogy-inclined, it’s as though the 
Fed had announced (in more normal 
times) that it would stop cutting inter- 
est rates. New stimulus is ending, not 
the stimulus that’s already in place. 
The Federal Reserve has piled up 
more than $4 trillion in long-term 
Treasuries and MBS [mortgage- 
backed securities], thus forcing in- 
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The magic money machine: Since its inception in 1913, the Federal Reserve System 
(Washington, D.C., headquarters shown here) has been responsible for the currency inflation and 
numerous market bubbles and crashes that have plagued the U.S. economy. 


vestors to move into other assets. 
There’s great debate about how much 
stimulus that provides. But whatever 
it is, it will persist after the Fed stops 
adding to its holdings. 


The progression, unfortunately, has be- 
come predictable. One government “so- 
lution” doesn’t work — indeed, it often 
does exactly the opposite — so the next fix 
becomes even more burdensome. The last 
recession proved a case in point. After the 
housing bubble burst, driven in large part 
by government policies, the Dodd-Frank 
Act was going to rein in Wall Street banks. 
Or so the story went. 

What took place was nothing of the sort. 
The Federal Reserve wound up with even 
more power. As summarized by the Wash- 
ington Times, the Fed 


can boss banks, savings and loans 
associations, securities firms and 
anything that Ms. Yellen designates 
as ‘a systemically important finan- 
cial institution.’ She gets to decide 
what’s too big to fail but not too big 
to deserve a taxpayer-funded bailout. 

Dodd-Frank’s goal was to cen- 
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tralize power and authority over the 
markets, and this has had a disas- 
trous impact on the way Wall Street 
does business. Many firms now 
work harder to please the regulators 
than they do to please their share- 
holders. Banks jump through expen- 
sive hoops to prove their financial 
heft to the Fed, but the Fed doesn’t 
have to explain its methods or its 
reasoning. The models on which it 
bases its regulatory standards re- 
main top secret, its decisions beyond 
questioning of mortals. 


Little wonder why one of the terms used 
to describe the Fed seems so apropos: the 
monetary politburo. 

If your bank has withdrawn your free 
checking account or your fees have been 
boosted because of the all the costs of 
meeting the Dodd-Frank regulations, 
that’s too bad for you — though the law 
has become a full-employment act for 
corporate accountants and compliance 
advisors. 

The law is monstrous in size: There are 
some 500 sections in the 849-page Dodd- 
Frank law; the Wall Street Journal report- 


ed that there were 387 sets of rules im- 
posed by the act. Since Dodd-Frank was 
enacted, it has led to an estimated $21.8 
billion in compliance expenses and regur- 
gitated regulations that require around 60 
million hours of paperwork, as was noted 
not long ago by Rep. Patrick McHenry (R- 
N.C.), chairman of the Oversight and In- 
vestigations Subcommittee on the House 
Financial Services Committee. 

The powers assumed by the Fed are not 
restricted to what one might think would 
be typical for a central bank. Fed Gover- 
nor Sarah Bloom last year explained that 
it was now involved in finding and stop- 
ping developing “bubbles,” “speculative 
excesses,” and “overheated” markets. The 
Fed governor laid out in a speech how 
these cunning conjurors are supposed to 
accomplish their feats of magic. 

They can restrain “financial institutions 
from excessively extending credit.” The 
“significant regulatory tools” available 
“for addressing asset bubbles — both 
those in widespread use and those on the 
frontier of regulatory thought — are capi- 
tal regulation, liquidity regulation, regula- 
tion of margins and haircuts in securities 
funding transactions, and restrictions on 
credit underwriting.” 

This is nothing short of active micro- 
management, as was observed in the Wall 
Street Journal for August 27, 2013, by 
John Cochrane. The managers of a firm, 
said Cochrane — a professor of finance at 
the University of Chicago Booth School of 
Business, a senior fellow at the Hoover In- 
stitution, and an adjunct scholar at the Cato 
Institute — might actually be following 
all the traditional regulatory rules. None- 
theless, they can be “told how to conduct 
their business, whenever the Fed thinks the 
firm’s customers are contributing to booms 
or busts the Fed disapproves of.” 

The Federal Reserve itself was sold as 
an inflation-fighting machine that would 
resist the lusting pressures of the hoi polloi 
for cheap money. Not so. The Fed, as actu- 
ally planned, wound up with an essential 
license to print the money. Similar ruses 
were used with a variety of big govern- 
ment solutions, such as happened with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 
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Murray Rothbard summarized the pro- 
cedure well in his 1994 book entitled The 
Case Against the Fed. As the professor 
wrote, central banking was “designed to 
‘do for’ the banks what the ICC had ‘done 
for’ the railroad, the Meat Inspectors Act 
had done for the big meatpacker, etc.” 
In the case of banking, the line that was 
promoted was “a variant of the ‘anti-Big 
Business’ shell game being perpetrated on 
behalf of Big Business throughout the Pro- 
gressive Era.” Americans were told that a 
central bank was needed to “curb the infla- 
tionary excesses of unregulated banks on 
the free market.” 

Moreover, as Rothbard noted, “if the 
Big Bankers were rather conspicuous and 
early in advocating such a measure, why 
this only showed that they were more edu- 
cated, more Enlightened, and more nobly 
public-spirited than the rest of their bank- 
ing brethren.” 

But investment “bubbles” and rampant 
“speculation” are not the results of run-of- 
the-mill business cycles. And the promises 
of federal fixes are a matter of running the 
public around in circles. When the last 
bubble popped, most of the perpetrators 
walked — not to jail, but to more exalted 
roles. The banks that failed, pointed out 
Bill Frezza in May of 2013, had “implicit 
government backing” and were then given 
“explicit backing.” Congress passed regu- 


latory bills that had little or no relation 
to the real causes of the problems. At the 
same time, the Fed embarked on the path 
of “quantitative easing.” 

As noted by Frezza in Forbes, this 
expression is “the Fed’s fancy term for 
flooding the economy with new cash.” It 
hasn’t tricked everyone. “Businesses and 
consumers are not fooled by the illusory 
wealth effect. Despite the happy-days-are- 
here-again campaign, ordinary people and 
companies are not running out to borrow 
and spend, hire, or expand, because they 
are not stupid.” 

The central bank wants us to think that in- 
undating the market with liquidity will keep 
everybody afloat. But it won’t work this 
time either. The falls are around the corner. 
As former Budget Director David Stock- 
man commented recently on his website: 


At the end of the day, the Fed and 
its fellow traveling central banks 
have systematically dismantled the 
natural stability mechanisms of fi- 
nancial markets. Accordingly, fi- 
nancial markets have now become 
dangerous casinos in which specu- 
lative bubbles are guaranteed to 
build to dangerous extremes as the 
central-bank-driven financial infla- 
tion gathers force. That’s where we 
are now. Again. 
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Nevertheless, the culprits march on, with 
their words being parsed by media sa- 
vants who pretend to glean meaning from 
the gobbledygook that emanates from the 
Fed’s officials — telling us that all is well. 

All too rarely someone in Washington 
tries to bell the cat — as was the case with 
former Texas Congressman Ron Paul, who 
pushed for a full audit of the Fed. As he 
has put it: “No secret cabal of government 
officials should have the authority to cre- 
ate money out of thin air.” In a column 
written in February, Paul pointed out that 
the more things change, the more they stay 
the same, with Yellen carrying on policies 
indistinguishable from those of her prede- 
cessor, Ben Bernanke. 

Then-new Chairman Yellen, in testify- 
ing before Congress, “practically bent over 
backwards to reassure Wall Street that the 
Fed would continue its accommodative 
monetary policy well into any new eco- 
nomic recovery. The same monetary poli- 
cy that got us into this mess will remain in 
place until the next crisis hits.” Our “eco- 
nomic crises,” stressed Paul, “are caused by 
central bank infusions of easy money into 
the banking system.” As he wrote: 


This easy money distorts the struc- 
ture of production and results in mal- 
invested resources, an allocation of 
resources into economic bubbles and 
away from sectors that actually serve 
consumers’ needs. The only true solu- 
tion to these burst bubbles is to allow 
the malinvested resources to be liqui- 
dated and put to use in other areas. 

Yet the Federal Reserve’s solu- 
tion has always been to pump more 
money and credit into the financial 
system in order to keep the boom 
period going.... Every time the Fed 
engages in this loose monetary poli- 
cy, it just sows the seeds for the next 
crisis, making the next crash even 
worse. 


This is what happens when so much eco- 
nomic power is placed in the hands of those 
who think they know more about what to 
do with your money than you do. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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Fatal Alarmism Killing the Poor 


GG limate change is 
the biggest chal- 
lenge we face in 


terms of public health.” So 
declared President Obama’s 
EPA administrator, Gina Mc- 
Carthy, during a conference 
call with 71,000 members 
and activists of the Environ- 
mental Defense Fund and 
Sierra Club this past Janu- 
ary. McCarthy went on to 
aver that climate change “is 
an economic issue as well, as 
it disproportionally hurts the 
poor and people of color.” 

Well, Administrator Mc- 
Carthy is obviously operating 
with a different set of metrics 
than virtually every other medical and health organization, most 
of which rate heart disease, cancer, respiratory disease, diabetes, 
influenza, stroke, hospital-borne infections, and the like as their 
top health-challenge concerns. And it is not “climate change” 
but the punitive global-warming policies promoted by the cli- 
mate alarmists that hurt “the poor and people of color” — by 
denying them the access to energy that would allow them dra- 
matically to improve their lives. That is true for “the poor and 
people of color” here in the United States, and it is even more 
emphatically the case for the billions of our human brethren 
mired in the poverty of developing nations. Global-warming/ 
climate-change policies not only are hurting the poor, they are 
killing the poor. Literally. And in ever-increasing numbers. 

Consider, for example, the tragic human costs inflicted by 
the “green energy” policies favoring biofuels, wind, and solar 
energy for the billions of struggling poor people in Africa, Asia, 
and Latin American countries, while denying to these energy- 
impoverished populations the use of coal, oil, and natural gas 
— the very resources that were the foundation of our country’s 
phenomenal success (and on which we are still dependent for 
continued prosperity). 

According to the studies of Dr. Indur Goklany, an author and 
expert reviewer for the UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on Cli- 
mate Change (IPCC), the biofuel policies promoted by wealthy 
countries (the United States and the EU) that have diverted crops 
and cropland from food production to fuel production have had 
lethal consequences in the poor countries of the world. Dr. 
Goklany conservatively estimates that the rising global food 
prices attributable to biofuels production may have led to at 
least 192,000 excess deaths and 6.7 million disability-adjusted 
life years (DALYs) in 2010 alone. 

Secretary of State John Kerry has warned that we must “act 
dramatically and quickly” because “the costs of inaction are cat- 
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astrophic.” No, Mr. Secretary, 
it is action — of the type you 
and the UN propose — that 
is exacting truly catastrophic 
costs to both our planet and 
our human race. These anti- 
carbon, anti-growth poli- 
cies and actions, notes Dr. 
Roger Pielke, Jr., a professor 
of environmental studies at 
the University of Colorado, 
are a prescription for “keep- 
ing poor people poor.” This 
translates into real death and 
misery here and now for a 
staggering number of the 
most vulnerable members of 
our global family, as opposed 
to the highly speculative, ex- 
aggerated numbers generated by dubious computer models of 
future harm allegedly attributable to the effects of rising CO, 
levels a century from now. 

Seven out of 10 inhabitants of the continent of Africa have 
no electricity at all. They must rely on wood, grass, and animal 
dung for heating and cooking, and often must carry contami- 
nated water long distances for daily use. Africa’s abundant and 
relatively cheap coal and natural gas deposits offer them a hope- 
ful lifeline out of this dilemma, but it is being snatched away 
by the climate fanatics who insist we must all “decarbonize.” 
The Hollywood celebs and politicians (who guzzle hydrocar- 
bons jetting from soirées at Hugh Hefner’s Playboy Mansion 
to the Cannes Film Festival to UN climate confabs) demand, in 
effect, that Africans, Indians, and other lesser beings remain in 
their squalor, restricting their energy upgrades to the pathetically 
minuscule offerings provided by “renewables.” 

Today, following more than two decades of non-stop frightful 
predictions (that time after time have been proven wrong), the 
climate-change Chicken Littles refuse to curtail or temper their 
apocalyptic declarations. As we show in our articles elsewhere 
in this issue, there has been no measurable global warming for 
at least the past 18 years. So, are the zealous climatists backing 
off? Of course not; they are doubling down and ratcheting up the 
fear-mongering as they push on toward their next ultimate goal: 
securing a universally binding global treaty at the UN’s climate 
summit in Paris next year. 

The hypocrisy and hubris of the climate alarmist elites is be- 
yond astounding. While luxuriating in a splendor made possible 
by the exploitation of hydrocarbon fuels, they continue riding a 
non-existent crisis that is denying the Earth’s most vulnerable 
peoples access to the energy they need for the basics of life. The 
climate alarmists are literally killing the poor. Will no one stand 
up and say this is immoral, unconscionable — even criminal? 
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